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Deſire to ſatisfy myſelf and a worthy 
A friend who had a right to demand it of 
me, made me carefully read over, and write 
obſervations upon this niftory of the man after 
God's own heart. And now that they are 
made, it may be beſt to give them to the pub- 
lick. Poſſibly they may 9 ſome good to it. 

No ſooner had I dipped into this treatiſe, than 
I perceived that a vindication of David's cha- 
racter was abſolutely neceſſary if it could be 
given. Were he the very bad man which this 
writer repreſents him, it muſt throw a heavy 
reflection upon the Old Teſtament which ſo 
highly commends him, and upon the religion 
founded upon this book. And to effect this 
was doubtleſs the intention of his Author. An 
intention which he doth not even ſeek to con- 
ceal; for he every where ſpeaks of theſe ſacred 
records, not only without but contrary to all 
reverence. | 

It is true, that whilſt the great proofs of our 
religion remain unimpeached, and this gentle- 
man hath not at all meddled with them, nor 
have any of the infidel writers been able te 
hurt them, this attempt might be deſpiſed, * 
for chriſtianity would ſtill remain certain to 
every impartial perſon tho' clogged with this 
difficulty. But it is no time to leave any the 
leaſt prejudice upon the minds of men. It is 
now become faſhionable among thoſe who 
have the power to give the faſhion, to throw 
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contempt upon religion, and when this is the 
caſe, there is nothing of the kind, however 
trifling, that may not do much miſchief; and 
never was book better fitted for this purpoſe 
than that which 1 am going to conſider. The 
ftile, the reaſoning, the ridicule of it are all 
captivating, and the man of genius 1s ſeen 1n 
every page of it; and his eagerneſs fo great 


that he hath ſtuck at nothing to gain his point; 


and here he is drawn. into ſuch lengths as muſt 
hurt his own much more than David's charac- 
ter with every impartial perſon. This how- 
ever is not a thing plain to every reader. His 
arguments are very plauſible, and are offered 
with ſuch confidence and ſeeming. fairneſs 
that a cloſer examination is neceſſary to diſ- 
cover the falſehood of them than moſt readers, 
are inclined to give. In this matter then I 
have endeavoured to help them, and I hope I 
have ſucceeded in it. Had Dr. Chandler's 
anſwer been printed here, or could I even have 
ſeen it, it would probably have ſaved me this 


trouble, but ſince neither of ' theſe is the caſe, 


I have judged it better that we of this country 
ſhould have rather an indifferent than no reply 
at all to ſuch a book. 

This gentleman muſt not be ſurpriſed that 
J take him for an infidel, ſuch a hatred as he 
manifeſts, ſuch treatment as he all along gives 
to inſpiration, and the holy ſcriptures are utter- 
1y inconſiſtant with any belief. of chriſtianity, 
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MAN after G O D's own Heart. 


HE title of this book ſhews us that we are 

here to expect a violent attack upon revela- 
tion. The title is, the hiſtory of the man after 
God's own heart, and yet his whole treatiſe is to 
prove him a devil. 

His dedication to Dr. Chandler ſeems over con- 
fident, but as I have not ſeen his book I can ſay 
nothing with certainty of it. Only this I may 
affirm; that from the exceſſive weakneſs of his 

arguments I cannet but believe that a defeat hath 
been received where a victory hath been boaſted 


of. 
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Anſwer to the PREFACE, 


18 hiſtory tells us, that the author's re- 
gard for the memory of the late king, to 
whom David was compared, had occaſioned the 
world to be troubled with his book. But, if this 
was his only reaſon, why hath he gone farther than 
this? why is the prophet Samuel and the whole 
old teftament abuſed as wiltul lyars, who exalt 
the character of David becauſe obedient to the 
Prieſts, and depreſs that of Saul becauſe he was 
not ſo ? 

Page 17. Theſe things ſhew, that if this was one, 
he yet had other as powerful reaſons to excite him 
to the work. 

if by argu:ng for the liberty of a fair enquiry 
he would inſinuate that our clergy are enemies to 
it, he cannot but know that he doth them injuſtice. 

Pa. 14, 15. Licenciouſneſs, or the abuſe of 
liberty is moſt pernitious, miſrepreſentations of 


facts are not always eaſy to be- ſcen through, ſome 


times hardly poſſible. Religion is under. great 


diſadvantages herez every wicked man is moſt 


violently tempted to wiſh ſuch a one as chriſtianity 
falſe, and an inclination of this kind muſt be mot 
powerful to pervert the judgment. 

Pa. 18. His account of the rejection of Saul 
and the exaltation of David will be hercezter fully 
examined. 

Pa. 20, 21. He mentions the diffculties he had 
to conquer before he could give his narrative of 
king David. iſt. The prejudices of education: 
but to this I reply, that a love of the pleaſures of 
this life hath always been too powertul for this 
motive to govern, and never more ſo than at this 
preſent time. Beſides, the pride of being thought 

more 
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MAN after GOD's own Heart. 7 
more knowing than other men, peeviſhneſs, or a 
pique to a particular body of men, ſuppoſe of 
prieſts, a deſire to quiet the conſcience or to pleaſe 
the preſent temper of the time; any or all of theſe 
may eaſily ſerve to get the better of all religious 
prejudices. But prejudices of education are now 
frequent againſt religion. To the 2d reaſon I 
rep” that the hiſtory of their own affairs is ever 
beſt told by the people themſelves, becauſe they muſt 
be the beſt judges of them. The heathens have 
ſhewn the greateſt partiality in their accounts of 
this nation, and publiſhed-the moſt notorious falſe- 


| hoods of it. To reaſon 3d I reply, an inſtruction in 


righteouſneſs is the whole intention of this book : 
and how far, and with what particularity this 1s to 
be done can only be known to him who hath inſpir- 
ed the writing of it ; the Scripture however 1s by 


no means ſo unconneCted in it's hiſtory as this gen- 


tleman aſſerts. 


Pa. 23. T hat the authority of the Lord, fo often 


quoted to ſandtiſy every tranſattion related, conſtitut- 
ed for the moſt. part nothing but a national phraſe, 


is an aſſertion that deſtroys the authority of the 
whole Old Teſtament, this certainly requires full 
proof, but none at all is attempted: and yet if 
this be not granted him, and we cannot grant it 
without giving up our religion, his whole account 
of David will be found unjuſt. His caſting ſuch 
reflections: upon three learned divines, who have 
been an honour to their country, will do him no 
ſervice with the impartial reader. The moſt un- 
Juſt of aſpertions may often be very difficult to re- 


move; and if his book hath occaſioned ſo much 


buſtle in the clerical hive, it doth but the more. 
honour to theſe the teachers of chriſtianity, that 


faith which they are bound to protect. His com- 
paring the inſpiration of the antient prophets to 
the 


they are properly concerned for the ſafety of that 


| 
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the falſe pretences to it in Charles the 1ſt time, will 
be noticed in a more proper place, 


Anſwer to the HISTORY, &c. 


T4 A T Samuel was diſpleaſed at the people's 
- deſiring a king, is certain; but the reaſon 
not directly mentioned in the text, That it was 
not, becauſe his ſons tyrannized over the people, 
but becauſe they violently reſumed the govern- 
ment from his family is neither expreſſed nor coun- 
tenanced by the Scripture, tho? ſo confidently aſ- 
ſerted by this author. The known integrity of 
Samuel leaves no room to doubt that he muſt have 
been extremely angry with his ſons, when informed 
of their taking bribes and perverting judgment, 
the true reaſons of the people's reſentment ; who 
whenſolemnly called upon before God and their king 
to witneſs whether the prophet had oppreſſed them 
in this or in any other inſtance, they all declare 


that he had not. And a man of this character could 


not but hate ſuch proceedings in any other. Samuel 
might have expeCted, and moft juſtly too, that they 
would have firſt informed him of theſe evils and 
tried whether he would not remedy them, but 
nothing of this kind appears to be done. He might 


have been, he muſt have been .very angry with 


them for the reaſon aſſigned by God, 1 Sam. 8. 7. 
For they have not rejected thee, but me that I ſhould 
not reign over them; this was a throwing off that 
government which the divine Being had appointed 


over them, and was conſequently a rejection of 


his authority. And thus again it is ſaid chap. 12, 12. 
And when ye ſaw that Rabaſh the Ammonite came 
againſt you, ye ſaid, nay but a king ſball reign over 
us, when the Lord your God was your king. Here 
then have we a fufficient reaſon for Samuel's 
anger, a reaſon plainly pointed out by the text, 
and vindicated by the whole life of the man, which 
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MAN after GOD's own Heart, 9g 
was every way worthy of a prophet, and totally 
repugnant to the character which this gentleman 

ves of him. eee 1 7 
The ſcripture gives this account of the election 
of Saul, 1 Sam. 9. 15, 17. Now the Lord bad 
told Samuel in bis ear a day before Saul came, ſaying, 
To-morrow about this time will I ſend thee a man 
cut of Benjamin, and thou ſhalt ancint him to be 
captain over my people. And when Samuel ſaw 
Saul, the Lord ſaid unto him, behold the man that I 
ſpake to thee of, this ſame ſhall reign over my 
people. What therefore this author aſcribes en- 
tirely to Samuel, and to him, urged on by the worſt 
of motives, the Scripture entirely aſcribes to God 
and to the prophets religiouſly obeying God, and 
which doth he think we ſhall believe? It is there- 
fore all a fiction; the ſacred text proves it to be 
ſo, that Samuel choſe Saul only that he might be a 
cypher in the government, and he himſelf retain 
the whole power. A preſent was at that time, and 
is to this day in that country, a neceſſary form of 
introduction to every great man. His ridicule 
upon this matter is unworthy notice. : 
Pa. 4. True prophets were liable to be deceived 

in things not belonging to their predictions and 
office; but what evil can reſult from hence? In- 
ſpiration will be moſt fit for man when it doth not 
overpower but aſſiſt his freedom and faculties; and 
whilſt he that gives it can beforehand tell what uſe 
will be made of it, will be as profitable in this as 
it can be in any other way. The divine Being who 
made Samuel anoint Saul, cauſed alſo the lot to fall 
upon him; there is nothing inconſiſtant in this or 

liable to ridicule. ; 
Pa. 7. The Scripture gives this account of the 
ejection of Saul; when Samuel by divine appoint- 
ent anoints him king, he, to ſhew by what au- 
hority he ated, foretells many things that ſhould 
; happen 
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10 ' Anſwer to the Hiſtory of the 
happen to him, and orders him, Chap. 10. 8. 
And thou ſhalt go down before me to Gilgal, and 1 
will come down unto thee to offer burnt offerings — 
ſeven days ſhalt thou tarry till I come unto thee and 
ſbew thee what thou muſt do. But becauſe Samuel 
came not on the appointed day ſo early as he ex- 
pected, * and his army began to ſcatter from him, 
therefore did he himſelf ſacrifice. It is probable 
that by this action he jnvaded the prieſts office; 
but certain, that whether out of pride or a finful 
diſtruſt of providence, that he hereby diſobeyed 
God. For this the prophet who came before the 
ſacrifice was well ended, tells him, Chap. 13. That 
he had acted fooliſhly, that he had not kept the 
commandment of the Lord his God, that his 
kingdom ſhould not continue, and that the Lord 
had fought him out a man after his own heart. 
Samuel alſo by the divine direction, Chap. 
15. ſends him out to deſtroy the ſinners the A- 
malekites, and to expreſs the divine hatred and 
vengeance againſt ſin, orders him to kill not only all 
the people both young and old, and all the animals 
alſo. But in this and in the former inſtance Saul 
diſobeys. Agag the King, and the beſt of the cattle 
are ſpared, For this was he rejected by God. And 
that we may be ſure that the prophet had the divine 
direction for the command he gave Saul, the 1oth 
and 11th verſes of Chap. 15. ſay, Then came the 
word of the Lord unto Samuel ſaying, it repenteth 
me that I have made Saul to be king, for he bath 
turned back from following me, and bath not per- 
formed my commandment, and it grieved Samuel, 
and he cried into the Lord all night, It was not 


therefore Samuel the prieſt as this writer would 
| have 


* The flowneſs of Samuel's coming to Saul might 


| have been with deſign to leave him few people, that 


God might be the more honoured by gaining the victory 
with a bo people. 


— 
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have it, but the God of the prieſt that Saul diſo- 
beyed ; and from this hand came all the deſtruction 
that afterwards befell this rebel king and his family. 
And if this order ſhall ſeem ſtrange to any one, he 
is to conſider that the divine Being is the greateſt 
hater poſſible of all iniquity ; that he hath upon 
this account killed and will kill all the men that 
ever have been or ſhall be born; and that one prin- 


| cipal end of the Scripture 1s to convince us of the 
i heinous nature and dreadful puniſhment of fin ; 
e and doubtleſs it was one material reaſon for his 
it chuſing ſuch a perverſe people for his own as the 
e Jews were, that the divine Being might hereby 
is make the more ſignal diſplay of this truth to the 
rd world. A truth ever neceſſary io be inculcated 
into fallen man, and never more fo than in the pre- 

p. ſent time. And it is to be conſidered, that when 
A- this the Creator-governor of the world, gives or- 
nd ders to deſtroy any men, it will be wickedneſs in 
all the perſon not to do ſo. A private perſon will be 

als criminal in killing, a magiſtrate will be criminal in 
aul forbearing to kill; becauſe he is obliged by autho- 
ttle rity to do ſo. In the Scripture narration we find 
And nothing of Samuel's hatred to. Saul, or deſign to 
vine dethrone him ; but on the contrary his ardent de- 
oth fire to preſerve him, and his forrow for him when 
the he could not. When the prophet was informed, 
ateth that it repented the Lord that he had made Saul 
bath king, it grieved Samuel, and he cried unto the Lord 
per- all night. And again, Chap. 15. and Verſe 35. 

muel, Samuel mourned for Saul, and the Lord repented 
not that be bad made Saul king ; and again, Chap. 
vould 16. 7. And the Lord ſaid unts Samuel, how long 
have wilt thou mourn for Saul, ſeeing I bave rejected bim 

gi" from being king over Iſrael. - And that Saul him- 
" 5 ſelf thought him a true prophet, and not a deceiver 
et gory and a rebel, as this writer repreſents him; nay, and 


believed him to be not an enemy, but a friend to 
| himſelf, 
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himſelf, is plain by his deſiring the witch of Endor 
to bring him up Samuel's ghoſt, when God had de- 
ſerted him. The author's whole account therefore 
of the rejecting of Saul is as ſurely falſe as the 
Scripture is true, and we ſhall find it equally ſo of 
the chuſing of David. 

Pa. g. We now come to the Hero of the hiſtory. 
The Scripture account of David's election is, Chap, 
16, 1. Samuel is rebuked by God for ſtill mourn- 
ing for Saul, and ordered to go and anoint one of 
the ſons of Jeſſe. Samuel at firſt expoſtulates, but 
afterwards obeys, and is ſo little informed of what he 
was to do, that he thought at firſt to have cho- 
ſen the eldeſt ſon of Jeſſe; had not David there 
preſent ; nor knew that Jeſſe had ſuch a ſon. It is 
therefore all a fiction of this writer's, and that too 
directly contradictory to the Scripture, to aſcribe 
the election of David, Saul's melancholly, and the 
bringing of David to court, to the malice and con- 
trivance of Samuel. and the prieſts. And with the 
ſame juſtice is it ſaid, that Samuel gave to David 
the ſpirit of the Lord which he took from Saul, the 
ſcripture aſcribes this to the ſpirit itſelf. 

Pa. 10. It is hardly worth while to obſerve, 
that the Scripture is not here confuſed, and that if 

lay ſkill, he ſhould have ſaid infidel ſkill, is not able 
to reconcile it, it is becauſe they have-a mind not to 
do juſtice to, but to condemn the book. The war 
with the Philiſtines had been mentioned ſome chap- 
ters before; but the hiſtory had been interrupted, 
to give an account of ſome other incidental neceſ- 
ſary matters; a caſe unavoidable in every hiſtory. 
There is no difficulty in conceiving that David 
might have cured Saul; might have been wanted 
as the beſt ſhepherd by his father, and allowed to 
go home when three of his brothers were left in 


the King's army, all theſe to appearance better 
men 
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men for the war than the younger David, ſo it i 
ſaid, 1 Sam. xvil. 15. | 
Pa. 12. It was no raſhneſs in David to fight 
-Goliah, he was inſpired to do it by the ſpirit of 
God who came upon him at his anointing, that 
God to whom no other being can make any re- 
ſiſtance; and confident of his help, he undertook 
and ſucceeded in this attempt which no other man 
in Iſrael but himſelf dared to undertake. See Chap. 
17, Ver. 37, & 45, & 46. The great piety and 
courage of this attempt are yet u ave over 
by this writer without any remark : No token of 
candour this. 

Pa. 13. There is nothing in it either impoſ- 
ſible or improbable, that David who was but a mu- 
ſician, and only at times, and when he was want- 
ed admitted into the King's' preſence, might be 
forgotten amongſt the multitude of people, and 
the buſtle that always attend a court. Saul's 
madneſs might alſo have contributed to this, and 
David's appointment of armour-bearer, -might have 
been intended as a place of honour and not of ſer- 
vice to him. Theſe things are triffling, and no 
ſufficient foundation for condemning the Scrip- 
tures to any perſon not deeply prejudiced againſt 
them. 3, 
Pa. 14. It is wonderful that any perſon could think 
the ſong of the women in attributing the greater 
honour to David, ſhould give juſt cauſe of jea- 
louſy to Saul, and yet this writer doth it. David 
did in reality deſerve this honour, for it was his 
victory over the giant that gave ſucceſs to the 
Iſraelites. The man muſt believe againſt all reaſon, 
who imputes it to Samuel and the prieſts, that they 
1mproved this occurrence to hurt Saul, No proof 
hath been offered for this ſuppoſition ; the very 
reverſe of jt hath been proved. It was moſt abo- 
minable injuſtice and W in Saul to endeavour 
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to kill David upon this account, nor is it leſs in- 


excuſable in this writer to conclude, that becauſe 
Saul did attempt it, he therefore ſaw enough to 


alarm him; at this rate every murdered per- 


. Jon is criminal, every murderer virtuous. The 


King might have betrayed his own council of in- 
tending to deſtroy David by the Philiſtines, or if 
He did not, the ſpirit that endited the Scriptures 


—eoyld tell his heart, If David believed, and it is 


plain from his whole proceedings that he did be- 
lieve, he was not to be king till Saul was dead, or 
fell in battle, he had ſufficient reaſon for fearing to 
be huſband to the king's daughter, and needed not 
in this to act a part. 

Pa. 16. The foreſkins might have been required 
to put it out of doubt they were enemies ſlain by 
David, The ridicule upon this is very ingenious 
but nothing to the purpoſe. 

Pa. 17. Jonathan convinces Saul that David was 
entirely innocent, and the King ſwears that he ſhall 
not be ſlain. But the oath is no ſooner made than 
it is broken, and yet here is no reflection thrown 
upon Saul for his perjury, nay, it is made but a 
farther accuſation of David, Saul ſaw more reaſon 


to be jealous of him. But this author would do 


well to conſider, that the more unjuſt the malice, 
the more outrageous and implacable it ever grows. 
But tho? this writer could not tell us the cauſe of 
the King's hatred, the ſcripture hath done it; 
Chap. 18. 28, 29. And Saul ſaw and knew that 
the Lord was with David, and he was yet the 
more afraid of David, and became his enemy con- 
tinually. And Chap. 19, and 8th Verſe, And there 
Was war again, and David went out and fought 
with the Pbiliſtines and flew them with a great 


ſlaughter, and the evil Spirit was upon Saul, and 
- and he ſought to ſmite David unto the wall with bis 


* So that we here find the King not only 


! guilty 


* 
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guilty of ingratitude to David, but of perjury and 
: impiety to God, of ſeeking to flay him becauſe 
: God was with him. eam 

Pa. 18, 19. To the ridicule thrown upon 
4 prophets and propheſying, it may be ſufficient to 
E reply, that the ſupreme Being can move and go- 
= vern his creatures as he pleaſes, and there was 
es 
1s 


reaſon for his interfering here, namely, to ſave 
a moſt innocent ard worthy man, who was after- 
wards to be of the greateſt uſe to religion, from 


of being deſtroyed by a moſt unjuſt perſecution. Tho“ 
+4 ſome men are fools or knaves, all are not ſo. The 
* ſpirit of God came upon the antient prophets, tho? 
* not upon our modern quakers. The ſinging hymns 
4 to God was called propheſying, this was probably 
4 | the caſe here. The author's ridicule here and in 
1 other places, ſhews what he thinks of revelation. 
- Pa. 20. Jonathan was not ſeduced from his alle- 
No giance or duty to his father. David had done no- 


1 thing to deſerve death, and it was but juſtice in 
A Jonathan to ſave him. Saul's murderous intention 


an againſt him was wicked, if any thing ever was ſo, 
- and yet this writer vindicates him in it. He ſaw 


that God was with David, that he was likely to get 
1 the crown by this means from his family, probably 
4 he had by this time heard of his being anointed for 

it, and for this reaſon he intended to kill him? 

— He himſelf had been made King by God, all the 
governors of the Jews from Moſes to himſelf had 


ts been promoted by the ſame appointment, he had 
- been told by Samuel, 1 Sam. 15, 28. that the 


crown ſhould be taken from him and given to ano- 
ther, by that God who raiſed himfelf from obſcuri- 
ty, and becauſe he believed David to be this perſon 
he would kill him. This is the true Senſe of the. 
words of Saul which this writer quotes, and yet 
he adds that this ſhews Saul's antipathy to David 
not to have been the cauſeleſs inveteracy of a diſ- 
B 2 ordered 
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1 to kill David upon this account, nor is it leſs in- 
| excuſable in this writer to conclude, that becauſe 
| Saul did attempt it, he therefore ſaw enough to 
| alarm him; at this rate every murdered per- 
Jon is criminal, every murderer virtuous. The 


| 

| King might have betrayed his own council of in- 
| tending to deſtroy David by the Philiſtines, or if 
| 


| he did not, the ſpirit that endited the Scriptures 
[| could tell his heart, If David believed, and it is 
| plain from his whole proceedings that he did be- 
lieve, he was not to be king till Saul was dead, or 
| fell in battle, he had ſufficient reaſon for | fearing to 


be huſband to the king's daughter, and needed not 
in this to act a part. 

Pa. 16. The foreſkins might have been required 
to put it out of doubt they were enemies ſlain by 
David, The ridicule upon this is very ingenious 
but nothing to the purpoſe, 

Pa. 17. Jonathan convinces Saul that David was 
entirely innocent, and the King ſwears that he ſhall 
not be ſlain. But the oath is no ſooner made than 
it is broken, and yet here is no reflection thrown 

upon Saul for his perjury, nay, it is made but a 
farther accuſation of David, Saul ſaw more reaſon 
to be jealous of him. But this author would do 
well to conſider, that the more unjuſt the malice, 
the more outrageous and implacable it ever grows. 
But tho? this writer could not tell us the cauſe of 
the King's hatred, the ſcripture hath done it; 
Chap. 18. 28, 29. And Saul ſaw and knew that 
the Lord wat with David, and he was yet the 
more afraid of David, and became his enemy con- 
tinually. And Chap. 19, and 8th Verſe, And there 
Was war again, and David went out and fought 
with the Philiſtines and flew_ them with a great 
ſlaughter, and the evil Spirit was upon Saul, and 

and he ſought to ſmite David unto the wall with bis 
JR So that we here find the King not only 


guilty 


* 
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guilty of ingratitude to David, but of perjury and 
impiety to God, of ſeeking po ſlay him becauſe" 
God was with him. mem 
Pa. 18, 19. To the ridicule thrown upon 
Prophets and propheſying, it may be ſufficient to 
reply, that the ſupreme Being can move and go- 
vern his creatures as he pleaſes, and there was 
reaſon for his interfering here, namely, to ſave 
a moſt innocent ard worthy man, who was after- 
wards to be of the greateſt uſe to religion, from 
being deftroyed by a moſt unjult perſecution. Tho“ 
ſome men are fools or knaves, all are not ſo. The 
ſpirit of God came upon the antient prophets, tho? 

. not upon our modern quakers. The ſinging hymns 
4 to God was called propheſying, this was probably 
the caſe here. The author's ridicule here and in 

y other places, ſhews what he thinks of revelation. 
Pa. 20. Jonathan was not ſeduced from his alle- 
giance or duty to his father. David had done no- 
1 thing to deſerve death, and it was but juſtice in 
Jonathan to ſave him. Saul's murderous intention 


0 Wy, 5. 0. © WO Wes 


0 againſt him was wicked, if any thing ever was ſo, 

and yet this writer vindicates him in it. He ſaw 
3 that God was with David, that he was likely to get 
the crown by this means from his family, probably 


he had by this time heard of his being anointed for 
it, and for this reaſon he intended to kill him? 
7 He himſelf had been made King by God, all the 

governors of the Jews from Moſes to himſelf had 
been promoted by the ſame appointment, he had 
been told by Samuel, 1 Sam. 15, 28. that the 
crown ſhould be taken from him and given to ano- 
ther, by that God who raiſed himſelf from obſcuri- 
ty, and becauſe he believed David to be this perſon 
he would kill him. This is the true Senſe of the. 
words of Saul which this writer quotes, and yet 
he adds that this ſhews Saul's antipathy to David: 
not to have been the cauſeleſs inveteracy of a diſ- 


B 2 ordered 


16 Anſwer to the Hiftory of the 


N ordered mind. Is malice, is open rebellion and - 
fighting againſt God no crime,. no diforder of the 
mind ? Till they are ſo, Saul will be moſt criminal, 
and doubtleſs it was from hence that he came to be 
ſuch an enemy to the prieſts of God. 

Pa. 21, 22. Had the ſword of Goliah been con- 
ſecrated, the neceſſity of the thing would vindicate 
David's taking it away, but we know not that it” 
was. If David took it for ſelf defence, and the 
whole of his behaviour ſhews that he did, there 
was no harm in it. This writer produces no cauſe 
for believing this to be a declaration of war againſt 
his father-in-law, or that he meant to enter into an 
alliance with Achiſh againſt the Hebrews. He 
might have required only protection with him, and 
from a generous enemy would have found it ; but 
it was not ſo here. | 
Pa. 23. David was forced to return into Judea, 
but that he meant from this time to diſpute the 
throne with, or to raiſe a rebellion againſt Saul 
is not only without, but contrary to all proof. 
He might have gathered together the men that 
came to him for his own defence, and it was 
ſo; he neither attempted nor made any inſurrection; 
but continued quiet where he was, tho' in a 
deſolate and barren wilderneſs. That the men had 
been before a diſſolute crew, reflects the higheſt 
honour upon the virtue of David, who made 
them ſo harmleſs, ſo good, whilſt they were with 
him. Theſe two laſt paragraphs ſhew this wri- 
ter not to be clear from that credulity or eaſi- 
neſs of belief which he is wont to object to 
the chriſtian defenders, and the ſame may be 
ſaid of what immediately follows; infidel credulity 
exceeds even that of the papiſts. 

Pa. 24. Gad the prophet did adviſe David to 
go into Judah, the reaſon not told ; but the evil 
intention here put upon this action wholly * au- 

| thor's. 
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thor's. David ſhewed a mind entirely everſe from 
it. Hiding a man's ſelf froma King that would 
moſt unjuſtly kill him, is no inſurrection, and this is 
all that David did. The laughter of 85 innocent 
prieſts and their whole families, men, women and 
children, and even their cattle, one of the moſt hor- 
rible actions that ever was committed, is here ſo 
dexterouſly thrown off, that not Saul, but the nation 
is made faulty in it. The prieſts pleaded innocence, 
and certainly had it. Saul's purpoſe to kill David 
required ſecreſy. Jonathan his ſon did not know, 
could not believe it ; and Saul thought his purpoſe 
ſo well concealed that he expected David would have 
come to his table, where he intended to kill him, and 
was extremely diſappointed that he did not. As ſoon 
as Jonathan finds it true he ſends David away, and 
in his flight he comes to the prieſts. Theſe alſo 
knew not, could not know any evil in David that 
deſerved death; and yet becauſe they treated him 
with no more than common reſpect and humanity, 
the whole town of them is thus miſerably butcher- 
ed. A horrid action, if ever there were one. That 
they had any intention to dethrone Saul, a fiction of 
this author's; the barbarity aſſerted to this nation a. 
fiction alſo; ſuch was only uſed to the wicked 
Canaanites, who were to be extirpated, or in ſome 
caſes of the higheſt provocation. But the ſtrangeſt 
inference of all is, to make the wickedneſs and cruel- 
ty of a tyrant a ſufficient reaſon for condemning the 
morals of thoſe that were butchered by him. At this 
rate, 'Tracea Petus will be a villain, and Nero a vir- 
tuous man who killed him; and yet Tacitus tells us 
he was put to death for his virtue; and fo it may 
alſo be ſaid of Chriſt, his apoſtles and their murder- 
ers. We have ſeen that it was not a pique or the am- 
bition of the prieſts that cauſed the rejection of 
Saul, but the will of the ſupreme governor, both of 
heaven and earth, 1115 
B 3 Pa. 27. 
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Pa. 27. David delivered Keilah from the Phi- th 

liſtines, and deſerved a protection from it. It is ac 

1 no rebellion to defend an innocent ſubje& againſt al 

' the murderous intention of his wicked king. Had m 
Mt David been minded to make himſelf maſter of any 

P i! fortreſſes in Judea it is impoſſible but he muſt have 82 

1 been able to effect it in ſome of them; but nothing I 

10 like this was ever attempted by him. To clear up w. 

1 David's character once for all, it is proper to ob- th 

" ſerve, That the Divine Being hath an unqueſtion- nc 

}) able right to diſpoſe of the government of all his W 

creatures, according to his own good pleaſure ;-that m 

this was more particularly ſo with regard to the nu 

Jews who were his own people, and had from their be 

toundation been ruled by him in this manner; and he 

that he had elected David as he had before elec- £3 

ted Saul. But this election gave David no right ip 

to ſeize the crown immediately; he was to wait th 

till God's providence ſhould give it to him, and m 

his whole behaviour ſhews that he thought in this co 

manner. ab 

It was no treaſon againſt, no undutifulneſs to his lit 

father for Jonathan to reſort to comfort and to ge 

covenant with David, and not to deſtroy him whom pe 

God had appointed to be king, but was full of moſt er 

commandable piety and reſignation. It is plain ſp 

trom his ſpeech to David that his defignation to the th 

throne was at that time well known and certainly lo 


believed by him, and doubtleſs was known by 
others alſo. Chap. 23. 17. The words of Jonathan 
are, fear not, the hand of Saul my father ſball not 
find thee, and thou ſhall be king over Iſreal, and 1 

hall be next unto thee, and that my father knoweth. 
Zo that if Jonathan was to be believed, Saul was, 
and knew that he was a fighter againſt God. 

Pa. 28, That David did upon farther perſecu- 
tion and diſtreſs afterwards repair to the Philiſtines, 
gives no juſt reaſon for ſuppoſing that he now called 

them 


ae 
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them in. Such conſtant ill turns given to all the 
actions of David, always without, and often againſt 
all reaſon, will hurt the author's character much 
more than that of David, with every impartial perſon. 

Pa. 29, 30, 31. The reaſon of David's ſparing 
Saul's life in the cave are all moſt manifeſtly unjuſt. 


If he killed the king he might have eſcaped by many 


ways too tedious to mention, One I will mention, - 
the cave might have had many mouths, and had he 
not known this, it is not to be conceived that he 
would have ventured to talk with Saul as he did, he 
might then have eſcaped, tho? Saul's men had conti- 
nued the proſecution ; but he had good reaſon to 
believe that they would not. Jonathan muſt then 
have had the command over them, and if he re- 
garded either his love or his oath, he muſt have 
ſpared David; and beſides, David's deſignation to 
the throne was now fo publickly known, that he 
might hope a great part of the people would have 
come over to him. Here were then moſt reaſon- 


able. hopes of ſecurity ; but it he ſpared the King's 


life he certainly left himſelf ſubject to all the dan- 
ger that the moſt implacable malice and the higheſt 
power could ſubje& him to; and yet, when this 
enemy was put into his hands, his piety made him 
ſpare him. That David was in arms, gives not 


the leaſt indication of an intended rebellion ; he was 


long fo ; but never uſed them to any fuch purpoſe. 

Pa. 32. We here meet with ſome refleQtions 
upon the character of Saul, which in other places 
he endeavours to exalt, this at firſt ſurpriſed me, 
as I ſuppoſe it will do the reader ; but a little more 
recollection cleared up the matter to me. Saul 
here makes a candid confeſſion of David's virtue and 
his own wickedneſs, a confeſſion that ſhews beyond 
doubt that every one of this writer's charges are 
calumnies againſt David. 1 Sam. 24. 16, 17, &e. 
And it. came to paſs that when David bad made an 
SPST : end 
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end of ſpeaking, that Saul ſaid, is this y voice, my 


fon David? and Saul lift up bis voice and wept. 
And be ſaid to David, thou art more righteous than 


J. for thou haſt rewarded me good, whereas I have 


rewarded thee evil, Is this indeed the language 
of an injured king to his traiterous. and rebel- 
lious ſubject. But to go on, and thou haſt ſbewed 


this day, bow that thou haſt dealt well with me; for 


as much as when the Lord delivered me inta thine 
band, thou killedſt me not, wherefere the Lord re- 
ward thee good, for that thou haſt done unto me this 
And now bebold, I know well that thou ſhalt 
ſurely be king, and that the kingdom of Iſreal all be 
eftabliſhed in thy Hand; ſwear therefore unto me 
by the Lord. This it is that draws from this 
gentleman an acknowledgment that Saul muſt 
have been greatly fatigued or ſtrangely over ſeen ; 
but tho' he cannot account for this proceeding, 
every impartial perſon can; he can ſee in this ſome 
remaining goodneſs of heart, which makes the man 
own the truth, whilſt under the immediate influ- 
ence of ſuch kindneſs from a man he had fo long 
and ſo injuriouſly treated, tho? as ſoon as the 
impreſſion is off, he again returns to his former bad 
temper and unjuſt perſecution of his ſon in law. 
Upon the whcle of this matter then, Saul in his 
wits and under the power of reaſon and religion, 
confeſſes the wickedneſs of Saul out of his wits 
and when under the influence of an evil ſpirit, and 
the innocence and virtue of David whom he fo 
horridly perſecuted whilſt in the wrong and me- 
lancholy way. 
Pa. 33, 34, 35» 36. This writer makes him- 
ſelf very merry with the whole affair of David and 
Na bal and Abigal, but a regard to the truth requires 
me to be more ſerious. David had done more than 
the not injuring Nabal, tho? his generoſity mentions 


not this in his meſſage. Nabal's ſervants acknow- 
| ledge 
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ledge it, chap. 25. 16. They were a wall unto 
us both'by night and by day; for this he deſerved: 
ſome return, and ſent to beg for what refreſhment 
Nabal could ſpare him, in this time of high feſtivity 
and plenty, not to levy any contribution. But the an- 
ſwer given was the molt brutiſh and abuſtve that could 
be, charging David to be a vile runaway from his 
maſter. This raiſed David's paſſion, and a dreadful 
reſolution was formed upon it; but the wiſe and 
timely application of Abigail appeaſed his wrath ; 
and then, with a true ſenſe of religion, he bleſſes 
God and her for ſaving him from ſuch a wicked: 
action. In this affair we have the warmth of a 
great, but the goodneſs of a religious man. It is to 
be added in defence of David, that as a ſucceſſor to 
the throne appointed by God, he had a right to 
demand a maintenance, tho' he only begged ſome 
little relief in his diſtreſs, a diſtreſs altogether 
brought upon him by this very appointment. The 
Scripture makes it impoſſible that Nabal's death 
ſhould be brought upon him by jealouſy ; for Ver. 
27 and 28. He knows not nor is capable of 
knowing any thing till the next morning, and as 
ſoon as he is informed of it, his heart dies in him; 
and in ten days after the Lord ſlays him. This is 
the ſcripture account; as to his merriment about 
captain David and the captain's lady, and the 
cauſeleſs ſuſpicions thrown upon both, he ſhall enjoy 
them in quiet for me. 

Pa. 36, 37, 38. We now come to a ſecond in- 
ſtance of David's ſparing Saul's life when altoge- 
eher in his power, and what_is to be done with 
7 his ! why, if it be allowed to be a ſecond, it will 
entirely vindicate and do honour to David's cha- 
acer, and therefore it muſt be denied. But one 
Need but look into the hiſtory to be convinced 
hat this is indeed a ſecond, and not the firſt time, 
hat David might have killed when yet he ſaved 
f | the 
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the life of Saul. Tt, would take up too much time 


to give all the reaſons, I ſhall juſt mention ſome 7 
of them. The Scripture tells this a ſecond time, Ny 
with the ſtory of Nabal interpoſed, with different ji 
circumftances, in the bringing out and in the con- pu 
duct of Saul and of David alſo. In this, Saul is in da 
his camp, in the trench, lying aſleep, and all his an 
men aſlee p about him, and at midnight, and David thi 
only and Abiſhai there, who voluntary quit their own. he 
hiding place to go to Saul; in the former, it is day 5 
time, Saul is alone and not one of his men with him, in me 
a cave, and all David's men about him, hid in the 
ſides. In the one he cuts off the ſkirt of his gar- * 
ment, lets him go of himſelf out of the cave, and 40 
ſpeaks to him from the mouth of it; in the other, hc 
he touches him not, but takes. away his ſpear and 2 
cruſe of water, gets him away to a great diſtance, | Las 
and calls out to Abner from the top of a diſtant ) 
mountain. Theſe things put it beyond doubt, that the 
theſe actions are not the ſame. The reaſons given by it a 
this writer have not the leaſt weight in them, That * 
he purſues him in both places with the ſame num- His 
ber of men, when theſe certainly were his ſtanding nal 
guard; 1 Sam. 13, 2. The nearneſs of the place, kin 
but a ſameneſs and not the nearneſs of place is here "hp 
requiſite, and yet this author doth not venture to * 
aſſert it; ſo manifeſtly different are they; that r 
David comes upon him in much the ſame manner E 
in both, theſe ſignify nothing. Many actions N 
have theſe and many more likeneſſes, and yet are note 
unqueſtionably different. That David mentions pret 
not the firſt deliverance to Saul, nor Saul that to why 


him, may be accounted for by the generoſity of the 
one, and the ſhame and ſelf-condemnation of the 
other. That the ſacred hiſtorian intended to 

blacken the character of the one and whiten that of 


/ n hav! 
the other, is an aſſertion that none but an infidel But 
can make, that no chriſtian can believe. Without 
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recurring to inſpiration, no hiſtory ever 
marks of impartiality as the Bible hath CM 
was wrote to give us an account of the peculiar 
people of God, and wrote by themſelves; and yet 
the greateſt part of the book is taken up with a 
detail of their monſtrous faults and puniſhments :; 
and the ſame thing is alſo done to the characters of 
the moſt favourite men in it. And here again Saul 
acknowledges the innocence of David, and his own 
fault and folly ; but this with conſiderable abate- 
ments, as being by this time more hardned in fin 

After this inſult upon the Scripture one ſhould 
hardly wonder at any thing this gentleman ſhall 
do, and yet, it cannot but appear ſtrange that he 
ſhould make his own perverſion of the plain text, a | 
cauſe of abuſing commentators, connectors and 
harmonizers, but yet. the thing is done by him 

Pa. 39, 40. I look upon David's going over to 
the Philiſtines as very imprudent, as carrying with 
it a ſinful diſtruſt of God; and had not his/provi- 
dence interpoſed he might have been undone by it 
His condition however was truly pityable, he would 
raiſe no inſurrection againſt, would not kill his 
king; and no ſafety appeared poſſible to him whilſt 
he remained in his dominions. All his retreats and 


hiding places muſt, by the long perſecution of Saul. 


have been now diſcovered; and fo great was the 


malice. and cruelty of the man, that n 7 

tions of | oaths or kindneſs could reſtrain . 
attempting his life. This drove him, as he ex- 
preſſes it, from the heritage of the Lord. And 
here his difficulties are ſo encreaſed upon him, that 


9 he Is drawn into ſome actions that are not good 
4 tho“ into none of theſe very bad ones that this 
W writer would fix upon him. This gentleman would 


have here had him turn to quiet and huſband 
But ſuppoſe he would, by this means, have . 
the ſafety and welfare of the people he was after 


to govern, he was now bound to protect; and ſup- 
poſe 
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pole that he had a right to invade and deſtroy the 
people he hurt, would this action have been commend- 
able? No it would not. It would have deſerved and 
we may be ſure that it would have met with much 
blame from him. The Scripture tells, that it was 
the Geſhurites, and the Gezrites, and the Amale- 
kites that David invaded, and that theſe were of the 
old inhabitants of the land, 1 Sam. 27, and with 
theſe therefore the Jews could make no peace, they 
were to extirpate them if they could, and be at 
continual war with them. And one nation of 
theſe at leaſt, the Amalekites, and therefore we 
may judge the ſame of all the reſt, were alſo at war 
with the Philiſtines. For when David came upon 
them, he found them rejoycing for the great ſpoil 


they bad made, out of the land of the Philiſtines, 
and out of the land of Judah, 1 Sam. 89, 16. But 
then it will be aſked, why ſhould David be afraid 


of their telling on him. The anſwer is, that 
David would have Achiſh believe that it was againſt 
his own cqpntrymen that he made theſe excurſions, 
to whom therefore it would be impoſſible for him 
ever to return. And this effect it had upon him, 
tho? not upon the other Philiſtine lords. Beſides, 
it would have been moſt dangerous to him, whilſt 
in their country, for them to know, that inſtead of 
hurting, he was hereby doing a moſt material ſervice 
to his own nation; protecting them and deſtroying 
their enemies. This will account for the which of 
David's behaviour, and vindicate him in every thing 
but that of lying to Achiſh ; a fault that he cannot 

be cleared of. | 5 ow: 
It is impoſſible that a man of David's piety and 
regard for the true religion, ſhould have joined with 
Idolaters to deſtroy his own and God's people. Some 
other intention he muſt have had, and we can ſee 
two ways that he might have accompliſhed it, and 
with the greateſt innocence. He might have 
deſigned 
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deſigned to mediate a peace between them, or if 
this could not have been brought to paſs, to aban- 
don the Philiſtines, and to join neither party, as ſoon 
as it would be ſafe for him to do ſo. As to his boaſt 
to Achiſh, 'Thou ſhalt ſee what thy ſervant can do, 
it is plainly ſpoken with a ſubterfuge, and left him 
at liberty to act as he ſhould ſee beſt. And here 
again he muſt be given up for the lie. Theſe things, 
it is true, do no honour to David's character, and 
we will allow him to be a bad man, when any 
other is found without ſuch little faults, in the like 
temptations and dangers. 

Pa. 43, 44. We know not what might have 
been done to David's people, if they had not been 
recovered by him. His own ſafety and the love of 
his country muſt haye made him +to drive. on the 
purſuit, that he might preſerve himſelf, and that 
from another return of this kind. Great is the 
partiality indeed that can blame him for this action. 

Pa. 45: David's preſents might have been de- 
ſigned as a recompence for favours received; if to keep 
up an intereſt, the thing was right; he was to be 
their king when Saul was dead. 

Pa. 46. The character of Saul is here greatly 
miſrepreſented; his diſobedience to God, his breach 
of his oath to Jonathan and David, his murder of 
the prieſts and all their families, his perſecution of 
David, his ſlaughter of the Gibeonites, his recourſe 
to the witch of Endor, all theſe ſhew him to have 
been a very bad man. And, that God did at laſt 
totally withdraw himſelf from him, puts it beyond 
doubt, to every believer, that he was ſo. If this 
writer be not one of this number, his God knows 
what the reaſon of it is, and to him-we muſt refer 
him. Poſſibly ſome people may be filled with 
ſuch malice againſt God as deſignedly to oppoſe 
him, this we know is actually the caſe with the 
Devils, and may be with ſome of thoſe men, who * 
| mo 
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moſt governed by them. "This appears, from what 
hath been ſaid, alſo to be the caſe of Saul; but 
we need not this ſuppoſition to clear up the matter 
with regard to Saul's men. Our belief ever muſt 
depend upon our judgment ; and our judgment is 
ſo influenced by our particular conſtitutions, pre- 
judices, paſſions, intereſts, that it is too often en- 
tirely governed by them; men will believe or diſ- 
believe againſt almoſt the cleareſt conviction. No 
wonder then that Saul was ſerved by ſo many, when 
he was a king and had ſuch power of gratification 
to make his ſervants believe as he pleaſed. That 
Saul was deſigned by Samuel, only to be his deputy, 
a meer fiction; that this prophet hated him, or 
the prieſts endeavoured to dethrone him, a ſiction 
alſo. The hiſtory contains nothing like it, every 
thing againſt it: Saul's reſort to the ghoſt of Samuel 
when in the Jaſt extremity ſhews that he to the 
Jaſt took him for his friend. 
Pa. 47. The regal character of David. 

The election of the divine Being is the beſt title 
that any king poſſibly can have, and David had 
this. The action of an eſtabliſhed prophet, and 
Samuel was ſuch, in the name of the Lord, muſt 
be of ſufficient authority to a Jew, or he never had 
any either for government or religion. There had 
been no hereditary government, heretofore, among 
the Jews, Saul's ſons had not been appointed as 
his ſucceſſors; nay, another perſon had been fixed up- 
on for this office, and therefore, David who was this 
man had a moſt unqueſtionable right to it; and 


Iſhboſheth was an uſurper, an uſurper in the worſt 


ſenſe. David's opinion was, and he ſhewed it in 
the moſt remarkable inſtances, that it was unlawful 
to kill the Lord's anointed ;. and therefore, he did, 


according to this opinion, molt juſtly put the lying | 


Amalekite to death. Had he not done ſo, he would 
have furniſhed this writer with a fine fling at him, 
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for pretending in this a regard for religion, whilſt it 
was his intereſt, for caſting it off, when it was 
not. 'The author-here ſuppoſes it known that Saul 
was rejected of God, and David the pretender,” he 
ſhould have ſaid the real heir to the throne ; in the 
top of the 47 page he is of a different opinion, and 
makes them mad who think ſo. It is not ſo certain 
that David would have lent his hand to deſtroy. 
Saul, there 1s do doubt, from his behaviour in other 
places, that he would not. He might {til} have had 
ſome love for Saul, or if he had not, his grief for 
the death of his beloved Jonathan, and the ſlaugh- 
ter of his own and God's people, muſt have affected 
him with the deepeſt ſorrow. But how is it that 
this author's ſuperior genius, for ſuch he hath 
indeed, which cannot but reliſh a beautiful poem, 
ſhould yet, in this place, paſs over without notice, 
the fineſt ode that ever the world ſaw ? | 
Pa. 49. David claimed in right of God's appoint- 
ment and unction by Samuel, and had no other. 
The ſecond anointing proves nothing againſt this, 
nor the wars he was afterwards engaged in, to obtain 
the crown of Iſrael. When men's intereſt and 
paſſions have no power to ſwerve from their duty, 
the oppoſition which David met with will be an 
argument againſt his right; till then, it will not. 
When Saul began at firſt to perſecute David, the 
motive he makes uſe of to engage, his men in this. 
unrighteous attempt is, 1 Sam. 22, 7. Hear now, 
ye Benjamites, will the ſon of TFeſſe give very 
one of you fields, and vineyards, and make you all 
captains of thouſands, and captains of Hundreds ? 
and this motive had it's effect; they all joined him 
heartily in the perſecution; and what ſhould hinder 
it from producing the ſame conſequences now! 
Extraordinary means are never made uſe of by the 
divine Being, when ordinary ones will do. 
2 4 When 
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When Abner turned to David, he ſhewed that 
it was a matter well known that David was to be 


king after Saul; and more than this that the Phi- 
liſtines were to be conquered by him. 2 Sam. 3. 
9, 10, thus he ſpeaks to Iſhboſheth, / do Cod 
unto Abner and more alſo, except as the Lord hath 
ſworn to David, fo do I to bim; to tranſlate to the 
kingdom from the houſe of Saul, and to ſet up the 
throne of David over Iſrael ; and verſe 18, thus to 
all Iſrael, by the hand of my ſervant David, will 
I ſave my people Iſrael out of the hand of the Phi- 


: 3 and out of the band of all their enemies. 


n abundant confirmation this of David's title, 
and of the injuſtice of all this writer's former 
arguments. The amorous diſpoſition of David 
muſt be acknowledged ; but a plurality of wives 
was not then prohibited. 


P. 52. Abner was an impious traitor, his own 


words confeſs it, whilſt he aſſiſted Iſhboſheth, 
an honeſt and religious man, when he engaged in 
David's cauſe. Joab's murder of Abner was moſt 
abominable, that this wretch was a ſervant worthy 
of his maſter hath not yet been, will not ever be 
proved, | 

Pa. 53, 54. Abner was not falſe but wickedly 
kind to Iſhboſheth ; without recurring to politicks, 
no men could deſerve death better than thoſe two 
villains, who murdered this man. Had David 


- forborn to inflict it, what an outcry ſhould we 


have made againſt David, and deſervedly too, 
who ſtuck at no villanies to obtain the crown. 
The reflection, that David was worſe than theſe, 
for he was the fomentor of the miſchief, would 
have been juſt if he was the uſurper, but the caſe 
is directly the reverſe. David had the beſt right 
poſſible, and he would have been diſobedient to 


the higheſt of all authorities if he had not endea- 


voured to make it good. 


Pa. 
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Pa. 5 5, 56, 57. It was the Divine Being him- 
ſelf, and Samuel only the ſubordinate agent, that 
inſpired David with the deſire of reigning, and 
fitted him for it too. As ſoon as he was a- 
nointed the ſpirit of God came upon him. He 
had a right to take Jeruſalem, if he could con- 
quer it; it was part of the land given by the, Crea-- 
tor of the world to the Iſraelites, and from whoſe 
gift all creatures derive their entire property. Da- 
vid made the Philiſtines indeed feel his ſtrokes, 
but is he to be blamed for conquering his, and his- 
nation's moſt powerful enemies? 

Pa. 58, 59. The carriage preſcribed for the Ark 
was the Levite's ſhoulders. David was ignorant 
and faulty in putting it into a cart ; Uzzah more 
criminal, for thinking God needed his aſſiſtance, 
and preſuming to touch it, which was forbidden, 
A ſeverity of this kind was certainly moſt neceſſary,. 
to beget a proper reverence to the divine command 
and preſence. If the man's intention was really 
good, a reward would be given him in the next 
lite, where it is of infinitely greater, where it only is 
of value. The ſcripture expreſly tells us, that God 
ſtruck Uzzall, that David ſaw, and was diſpleaſed 
at it, who if done by any others would have a- 
venged it; and yet this author in a note, puts a 
quere, whether the Lord did not here ſmite by the 
hands of the prieſts; a wonderful inſtance this of 
the man's fairneſs, who would have us believe his- 
conjecture in direct oppoſition to Holy Writ. It 
he doth not kriow that multitudes of others did be- 
fore this periſh” for their irreverence to the Ark, 
where there were no priefts with it, he knows no- 
thing of the Scripture. | 
Decency was moſt ſtrictly preſcribed to the Jews 
in the worſhip of God, David we may be ſure 
would take care of this, and if the linen Ephod 
which he wore was not ſufficient for the purpoſe, 

C 3. would 
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would put on ſome other clothes. That he was ſtrip- 
ped of his robes and upper garments, was ſuf 
ficient to denominate him naked. The puniſhment 
inflicted upon Michal plainly from God, the di- 
vine approbation of David in this inſtance, a de- 
monſtration that decency had been here preſerved. 
The author witty but very profane in his jeſt. Many 
women who have not borne children for a long 
time are not yet conſtitutionally barren, for they have 
had children afterwards, the evil intention aſcribed, 
Pa. 60. to the ſacred hiſtorian muſt be proved, 
and not taken for granted as often as this author 
pleaſes. A humiliation of itſelf to God, is the 
higheſt virtue in the higheſt of creatures, it is 
more eſpecially ſo in ſinful man. A readinels to 
ſhew this, the praiſe of David; the want of 


it the fault of Michal. When God con- 


demns, the heart is certainly wrong ; the pride 


of the king's daughter was probably her fault. 


2 Sam. 5. 17. No ſooner is David king, than the 
Philiſtines come and invade him, he had then right 
to war upon them. This was alſo the caſe with 
Saul, 1 Sam. 14. 47. He had for enemies, Moab, 
Ammon, Edom, the king of Zobah and the Phili- 
ſtines; and as no peace had ſince been made with 
theſe people, David was neceſſitated to make 
war with them, 

Pa. 61. The hatred of Moab to the Jews was 
always extreme, and doubtleſs their treatment of 
them equally cruel. We are told of no ſuch ſe- 
verities exerciſed by David, upon the Philiſtines, 
Edomites, Syrians, theſe therefore, muſt have gi- 
ven him great provocation, and if he puniſhed 
them, ought he not indeed to do it by rule, and 
with choice? Would this writer have had him 
done it indiſcriminately ? Surely this would be 
wrong. 'This Gentleman tells us that David * 
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the Philiſtines not even ſparing Gath where he had 
been protected; would not one judge from hence 
that he had utterly deſtroyed it, and yet all that 
the Scripture which he himſelf quotes faith is, 
1 Chron. 18: 1. David ſmote the Philiſtinesand ſub- 
dued them, and took Gath and her towns out of 
the hands of the Philiſtines. Would he indeed 
have him leave it in the enemy's hands? But we 
know that he did ſpare it, and. Achiſh the king 
of it ; for 1 Kings 2. 29. we find a king of this 
name reigning in it, tho? in ſubjection to the Jews. 
We have here ſeen abundant reaſon for theſe wars; 
and it is contrary to all impartiality, to plain fact, 
to aſcribe them to the blood thriſtineſs and ra- 
paciouſneſs of David, and to the ſetting on of the 
prieſts for the plunder they were to ſhare. All 
was dedicated to the temple, nothing of profit 
accrued to them. The conquered, in a juſt war, 
have no reaſon to abuſe their conqueror ; he may 


1 | deſerve a moſt glorious, tho' they give him the 


worſt of characters. 

Pa. 62. This writer aſcribes but an indifferent 
intention to David, in calling Mephiboſheth to 
court, the Scripture, the beſt one, a gratitude to his 
father. David's expreſſion is, that I may ſhew the 
kindneſs of God unto him, that is the greateſt poſ- 
ſible, and ſuitably to this, he reſtores to him all 
the land of Saul his father, and makes him eat 
bread continually at his own table. 2 Sam. 9. 3, 7. 
Actions theſe that could not proceed from jealouſy ; 
for then the lower he kept him the better. 

Pa. 63. The Scripture gives up David as to 
the matter of Uriah, every chriſtian muſt do the 
fame. 

Pa. 66. David took care not to fall out farther 
with his beſt friend, and this friend was the God 
of the Prieſts, and of himſelf. Were not religion 
the ruling motive with the prophet, he had 2 

other 
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other reaſon to deter him from meddling in this 


affair. The impartiality of the Scripture mani- 
feſt, by giving ſo full an account of this vile tranſ- 
action. Had David deſerved condemnation in other 
inſtances, he would have found it as well as in this. 
The beſt of men are ſinners, David was long and 
deeply ſunk in this crime; yet was not his heart 
bad ; it was good at all other times, and this was 
but a ſingle affair, in a whole, long and moſt ac- 
tive life. David's Pſalms, and theſe publickly ſung. 
in the temple ſervice, ſhew a humiliation and re- 
pentance for this fin, equal to the heiniouſneſs of 
It. | 

Pa. 67. The treatment of the Ammonites was very 
fevere, but then we may juſtly ſuppoſe the provo- 
cation to be of the moſt heinous nature. That of 
the embaſſadors was moſt inſulting. They had no 
reaſon to take them for ſpies, but what every em- 
baſſador muſt be ſubject to. As David no where 
elſe ſhewed ſuch cruelty, he muſt have ſome par- 
ticular reaſon for it here ; and the particular pu- 
niſhments ſcem to ſhew that he had; that they 
had before treated the Jews, in remembrance ot, 
and as an inſult upon their flavery in Egypt, with: 
the puniſhments afterwards inflicted upon them- 
ſelves. This, which is our only conjecture, may 
certainly be allowed by him, whoſe whole book 
is entirely made up of thoſe that are much worſe 
founded; and a moſt ſubſtantial reaſon ſhall be 
produced hereafter. | 

Pa. 69. The wickedneſs of Abſalom and Amnon, 
is no reflection upon David, only that he did not 
ſufficiently puniſh either of them. 


Pa. 71. The author is a little miſtaken, in mak 


mg a profeſſion of piety the means by which Ab- 
falom cajoled and deceived the people, it was a 
pretence to juſtice and affability. 2 Sam. 15. 3, 
4, 5 And Abſalom ſaid there is no man de- 
puled 
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putcd of the king ts bear thee; O that I were 
judge in the land, then every man that bad. any 
ſuit might come unto me; and I would do him 
Juſtice; and when any man came to do him obeyſance, 
he put forth bis band and took him and kiſſed. 
him. This was the cloak, but the word piety 
would give a handle to hint at the cheats of 
religion, and this was an advantage not to be 
paſſed over. 

If the prieſts had any conſcience at all, they 
muſt have held their allegiance to David againſt 
the moſt wicked rebel, his unnatural fon, and. 
ſerved him as much as they were able. Had 
they done otherwiſe, they would have given a 
fine handle to this their good friend to tell 
them of it, who makes it ſuch a piece of policy 
in David, to ſuit men with proper employments: 
when he made them his ſpies. But it muſt be 
obſerved, that theſe men did no more than 
ſend intelligence to David, which every honeſt 
or religious man, was in ſuch a caſe obliged to 
do, and betrayed not any fecrets committed in con- 
fidence to them. I think it may even be doubt- 
ed, whether Huſhai's behaviour was bad, who did 
this thing; but if it was, he was none of the 
prieſts, 

Pa. 73, 74. Shimei's accuſation of David was 
falſe in every inſtance, he had not at this time 
WKkilled any of the family of Saul, and to make 
is malicious and falſe aſperſions a ſufficient con- 
iCtion, is injuſtice, if any thing can be fo. And 
Were again is the Scripture condemned as a moſt par- 
al and falſe hiſtory, as prudently concealing things 
rom theſe diſtant ages. The reaſon given for 
Wparing Shimei's life, is, in Scripture repreſented 
a dutiful reſignation to divine providence ; but 
dy this writer as a piece of policy. What, was 
t not policy to cut off at leaſt one enemy in a 

time 
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time of open rebellion, an enemy too, whoſe ſpite 
was ſo great, that he regarded not his own life 
to throw but a contumely upon David, and fo 
followed him a great way, curſing him, and throw- 
ing ſtones and duſt ! 

Pa. 77, 78. David's fondneſs for this rebel 
ſon was very blameable; and yet, what father of 
any ſenſe of religion, could fee his child periſh 
in ſuch a way, without being concerned for 
him. 1 
Pa. 80. That David had no more ſcruples than 
his general, Joab, hath not yet, will nod be hereafter 
proved. Upon the murder of Abner, David de- 
clared that the ſons of Zeruiah were too powerful 
for him, and the ſame reaſon we may be ſure re- 
mained all his life, becauſe other wiſe he would 
have himſelf done that juſtice upon him which he 
charged Solomon afterwards to execute. And 
here David is blamed by him for not puniſhing 
Joab, tho? afterwards he be moſt ſeverely condemn- 
ed for ordering it to be done. 

Pa. 81. The offence of Shemei was capital 
by the Jewiſh law, and, if David had not engaged 
to paſs it over, he muſt have died for it. If Me- 
phiboſheth really loſt by the grant, this might have 
been made up to him ſcme other way. 

Pa. 82, 83. David is charged with a moſt black 
piece of ingratitude and perfidy ; let us examine it 
then. The Scripture gives this account of the 
matter, 2 Sam. 21. Chap. There was a famine 
three years, year after year. And David enquired 
of the Lord, and the Lord anſwered it is for Saul 
and his bloody houſe, becauſe he flew the Gibeonites 
and the king called the Gibeonites, and ſaid unto 
them, what ſhall I do for you, and wherewith ſhall I 
make the attonement, that ye may bleſs the inberi- 
tance of the Lord. Now what would any impar- 
tial perſon collect from this, but that God had told 
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David, both the reaſon of, and the way to remove 
the famine, and this was by applying to the 
Gibeonites and doing for them whatſoever they 
ſhould deſire; and accordingly, David delivers to 
them ſeven ſons of Saul, to be put to death for the 
wickedneſs of their father. For, if this was not 


the caſe,4 where was the ſenſe of Mis going to the 


Gibeonites at all, or aſking of them to bleſs the 
inher tance of the Lord? Or how comes the fa- 
mine to be removed, as we are plainly to conclude 
that it was? Had this action been as this author 
repreſents it, ſuch a horrid crime muſt have, but 
occaſioned more miſchief to the Jews. This may 
ſeem very ſtrange to us; but we are to conſider 
that this was the work of God, whoſe ways never 
can be unjuſt, tho? often above our comprehen- 
ſion ; that he hath a right to take away the life 
of any one he pleaſes; that when he commands 
the death of any man, or number of men, he muſt 
be obeyed in it, and that he had given theſe orders 
here as was common to him, as King and God, 
of the Jews. That tho? the reaſons of his acting 
cannot always be diſcovered by us, yet in this we 
may make a conjecture of one of them, that it 
was to ſhew the heinous and ſinful nature of a 
breach of publick faith, at a time when the 
great and irreſiſtable power of the Jews might lay 
them under a powerful temptation to this vice, 
And that for the poor ſufferers themſelves, their 
Creator who ordered, might make this puniſhment 
the greateſt bleſſing poſſible to them. 

It were an eaſy matter to give a full reply to 
every thing here advanced by this author againſt 
the Scriptures ; but this I paſs over as undeſerving 
of notice and confine myſelf to vindicate . the 
character of David alone. 

That David's mind ſhould now fall a prey to 
ſuſpicion is extremely improbable, a rebellion de- 


» feated, 


*+ 
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feated, doth but ſtrengthen the throne of the 
poſſeſſor, and ſuch was now the cafe of David. It 
is not worth while to go to a long computation ; 
but it muſt have been by this time more than 30 
years ſince Saul's death, and this was a time 
ſufficient to leſſen or totally deſtroy all the 


intereſt of his — But there is a much ſurer 


reaſon to be given; David knew, and told, and all the 
Jews knew alſo, that God had promiſed even with 
an oath, to eftabliſhed him and his family upon 
the throne of Judah ; this promiſe, David had an 
entire confidence in, and — no fear of this 
kind had invaded his mind. But the reader is to 
obſerve, that he muſt give up the whole of his 
religion, if he be a Jew, or, a chriſtian, to believe 
this author's repreſentation juſt; becauſe it cannot 
be ſo, unleſs what the Scripture ſayeth to proceed 
from the Lord, be a falſe and villainous contrivance 
of a wicked king and a profligate prieſt. Had 
David ſworn, without any reſerve to Saul, the 
commandment of God to execute thoſe whom 
his oath bound him to preſeve, muſt have made 
him act contrary to his oath; becauſe here an 
authority interpoſed that can never be difobeyed ; 
and which alone can give obligation to the oath. 


But the oath was immediately vacated by Saul. 


David could not have ſworn to him but upon the 
promiſe of ceaſing his attempts 10 kill -him ; but 
this promiſe, Saul immediately after broke. That 
there was not ſo much policy in this proceeding 
as he would have us think, is plain from hence; 
that Mephiboſheth and his ſon -were preſerved ; 

and yet, they muſt have had the beſt title to the 
crown of any of Saul's family. A conſcience there- 

fore of ſuch convenient flexibility, as this writer 
aſcribes to David by the vile verſes quoted from 
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God is often in Scripture ſaid to do that which 
his providence only permits. Satan was the 22 
ter here, and neither the motions of the holy 
ſpirit nor the temptations of that apoſtate are ir- 
reſiſtible. David therefore was faulty in this, and 


if the king be hay or fooliſh his people muſt 


ever ſuffer for it. But the people here deſerved 


their ſuffering. 2 Sam. 24. 1. The text tells us, 
that the anger of the Lord was again kindled 
againſt Iſrael. But wherefore was it kindled? 


doubtleſs becauſe of their wickedneſs? he ever 
will puniſh a wicked people; and here we have 


thoſe who fell by the plague, choſen out by him 


who knows all men, and never can nor will do wrong 
to any one. There is therefore no reaſon to fear 
that the intelligent reader ſhall for this condemn the 
Scripture, for he cannot do it without the moſt 
manifeſt partiality. | 

Pa. 88. Abiſhag the young woman brought to 
David.was not only to-cheriſh but to attend on 
and take care of him, and an agreeable pleaſing 
perſon muſt certainly render her the more accept- 
able in this office. | 
This writer's whole account of Solomon's ſuc- 
ceeding David in the throne is contrary to the 
Scripture. The account there given is, 1 Chron. 
22. 8, 9, 10. David, becauſe a ſhedder of much 
blood, was not to build the temple; but, verſe g. 
Behold a ſon ſhall be born unto thee, who ſhall 
be a man of reſt, for his name ſhall be Solomon ;, and 
I will give peace and quietneſs unto Iſrael in bis 
days. He tan build an houſe for my name, and 
be ſhall be my ſon, and I will be bis father, and 
1 will eflabliſh the throne of bis kingdom over 


Tfrael for ever. Here then the divine deſignation 


of Solomon, to ſucceed David and to fix the 
throne of Iſrael to his family, is plain y pointed 
out, and this even before he was born; ſo plainly, 

| : oy 8 | that 


had been declared the ſucceſfor in prejudice * 
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that we find David had ſworn unto Bathſheba that 
it ſhould be ſo, 1 Kings 1. 17, 30. It was there- 
fore no imprudence in Adonijah fo make this at- 
tempt before David's death; for had he waited 
till this event happened, he muſt then have found 
Solomon upon the throne; a moſt improper time 
for it, certainly, We might be fure, whenever a 
prophet was introduced, he would be either con- 
demned or thrown into contempt, and both are at- 
tempted here. But a plain detail of the facts will 
clear Nathan of both, and do honour to his cha- 
racter. It was the bufinefs of Adonijah to gain 
over as many as he could, and to ſound them for 
this purpoſe, and it was done accordingly. 1 Kings 
1. 7, 8. And he conferred with Foab — 

and they helped Adonij ab. But Zadol the prie 
and Benaiab, and Nathan and the mighty men that 
belonged to David, were not with them, Nathan 
would not join him in his project, becauſe he 
knew it to be wrong, to be contrary to the ap- 
pointment of God, and the deſign and oath of 
David, verſe 13, and therefore was. he not called; 
and ſuitably to this, muſt every expreſſion quoted 
by this writer be explained, The wherefore in 
the 11 verſe refers to both, to Nathans being tried 
and refuſing, and to their therefore leaving him 
out from their feaſt, whoſe preſence muſt have 
hindered the effecting the thing they deſigned. 
Adonijah did not flight the prieſts here, he had 
ſounded the chief of them, and had Abiathar the 
high prieſt with him; but Zadok was proof 
againſt all his temptations as Nathan was. The 
loſs therefore of a good dinner and. its cheer, and 
the pique of the man, are both to be thrown out 
as nothing to the purpoſe; only that they ſerved 
to throw contempt upon a prophet. David's ſons 
were too much intereſted in the affair. Solomon 
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all their claims, and envy at him muſt have work- 
ed moſt power fully againſt him. The poſſibility 
of Nathan's. corruption we have nothing to do 
with; that he was a prophet, the ſole reaſon why 

it was made; but we are certain that he was not 
corrupted, by this writer's having nothing but a 
poſſibility to object againſt him. | 

Pa. 93. The plea here put into the gentle- 
woman's mouth is a moft juſt one, that if David 
had his faults, ſo have others, and that his repen- 
tance was moſt exemplary. But that he and the 
lady ſhall part very good friends is not likely, 
is indeed impoſſible if ſhe continues a chriſtian. 
She can never be reconciled to the treatment 
which he gives to the Scriptures, whilſt ſhe hath 
any regard for this religion. 'That David lived 
ſuch a life as this author bath deſcribed, bath been 

roved falſe in every particular, except that of 
Uriah. No need have we therefore of recon- 
ciling contradictions. 

Pa. 95, 96. The Pſalms are all inſpired by 
God, and David only fpeaks in them as he was 
moved by 'the Holy Ghoſt ; and the divine Being 
hath certainly a right to curſe as well as to bleſs; 
that is, to make the prophet wiſh that great evil 
and puniſhment to great wickedneſs, which it ſo 
well deſerves, and he will at the laſt inflit upon it. 


In the 68 Pſal. we have an illuſtrious propheſy of 


the preaching and effect of the Goſpel, and the 
oppoſition it ſhould meet with; and the words 
quoted denounce the very heavy vengeance which 
God would and did inflict upon the oppoſers of 


it. And certainly with -the greateſt juſtice; 


becauſe it is the greateſt bleſſing that the world 
could receive; it aſſures every virtuqus man of 
a pardon of ſin, an endleſs life, and inconceivable 
happineſs, and was and is the moſt fully proved. 


A eee ee this gentleman and his 
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the Hebrew will ſhew, that the imprecations of 
the 109 Pſal. may all be tranſlated in the future 


1 
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adherents,” who are endeavouring by every means, 
means the moſt unfair and culpable, to deſtroy this 
religion, which if they ſhould ſucceed in, they 
would by ſtriking off all reſtraints from vice and 
incitements to virtue, render this earth but a hell 
of confuſion and mifery, In the 69 Pſal. the 
caſe is much the ſame. David, ſpeaking in his 
own perſon, deſcribes, by the fame inſpiration, the 
unjuſt and cruel treatment of his ſon, the Meſſiah, 
and the exact fate that theſe his murderers ſhould 
meet with, for this abominable wickedneſs ; and 
by the divine direction wiſhes that ſo it may 
happen to them; and where is the crime, the 
cruelty, in this? That this writer choſe to give us 
theſe. paſſages in an old and bad verſion, when a 
better one is now uſed, or when the plain text lay 
before him, will do him no honour with the im- 
partial reader. 

Pa. 96. Few men were ever under more dif- 
ficult temptations than David; yet his life was 
uniformly good; good, in every inſtance, except 
in that one which the Scripture condemns. Tt 
hath been fully proved to be fo; and the ſlighteſt 
reflection will ſhew that this is a very extraor- 
dinary caſe. For, where actions are very diſtant 
and partiality will put the worſt interpretation 
poſſible upon them, the greateft innocence cannot 
always be made clear againſt, will often be op- 
Preſled by it. | 

Pa. 97. The fling here pointed at commenta- 
tors is ſuch as might be expected. But they have 
no need to reconcile rapine and cruelty with mo- 
rality and religion; David was guilty of neither 
of them. The moſt moderate acquaintance with 
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here, and no wonder; for, by this eu explica- 
ion, his whole argument to prove the revenge- 
dul aud bless — r of David will be at once 
deſtroyed. But we need not this to vindicate 
his character. Wiekedneſs deſerves hatred and 
vengeance, and the greateſt wickedneſs the higheſt 
degree of 4 z and this here mentioned, was 
of this kind. 'W know, from the ſame inſpita- 
tion which indited this Pſalm, that it was the 
crime of Judas in betraying his maſter, Acts x, 
20. and of the Jews, in killing him, that is here 
ſpoken of; and as this abominable wickedneſs 
muſt be * odious to God, ſo might he in- 
ſpire the prophet with a proper, with his own 
hatred of it, and make bim curſe the perpetra- 
tors of it in the way that he hath done, and 
in the way that he did puniſh this fin. The 
Jews feel the effect of this prophecy even to 
this day. It is true, that the great parent of 
nature is all beneficept ; but if this 2 I ee 
to ſuch a length by any man, as to infer from 
ED bp 44 wall 5 Ws! > fin, I reply, that 
it might be, it will be hereafter proved, that 
this very attribute doth oblige him to do fo; 
but omitting this, we have a ſure experience 
that this notion is falſe, for the whole conſti- 
tution of nature is, that wickedneſs ſhall make 
miſerable, and when carried to ſuch a paſs, ſhall 
prove fatal to the man. | 
Pa. 98. If we have a mind to view the cha- 
rater of dying David in a juſt light, we muſt 
not conſider him as a private perſon, but as the 
king of Iſrael. But when we have done this, we 
| not find him culpable for his advice to Solo- 
mon to kill Joab. This profligate man had 
committed two horrid murders, for which, by 
their law he was to ſuffer death; the guilt of blood 


Was by this law, opt upon the judge and the 


3 people 
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WU people who did not avenge it; David was un- 
| | able, through the great power of Joab, himſelf to 


ut 
do juſtice upon him, and therefore if he had any pe 
regard for himſelf, his ſon and family, and the A 


people of God, he muſt, as he did, have directed 
his ſucceſſor to kill him. This is the reaſon gi- 
ven both by David and Solomon; 1 Kings 2. 
5, 31, 32, 33. And therefore, this Action, which 
is ſo outragiouſly abuſed by this gentleman, proves 
to be but an inſtance of piety and juſtice in 
David. And very poſſibly, it was a conſcious 
fear of this, that made this general embrace the 
party of Adonijah, which he could not but know 
was contrary to the deſignation of God, and the 
duty and intention of the King. And had not 
David, indeed, acted in this manner, he would, 
and deſervedly too, have met with the heavieſt 
accuſation from this author, as a perſon that nei- 
ther hated, nor puniſhed any villamy that was 
of ſervice, or was done by a friend to him. 
And as to the caſe of Shemei, tho? it be not 
ſo plain, yet can it be ſufficiently vindicated, 
Curſing the king was a capital offence by the 
Jewiſh law; but David had ſworn'that he him- 
felf would not put him to death for it. If 
however, he found, that the ſparing his life 
would do a publick miſchief, | it would be 
right in him, as ſoon as the obligation of the oath 
was over, which would be at his death, to direct 
his ſon to execute vengeance upon him. And 
the words of David do plainly imply fo much, 
thou therefore hold him not gi, for thou 
art a wiſe man and oy what thou ougbteſt 
to do. Some political reaſons, therefore, there 
were, for this advice, which the wiſdom of Solo- 
mon could not but approve of, and we can ea- 
fily diſcern two of them, 1ſt, That it might be 
dangerous to government, to permit ſuch an out- 
| rageous 
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rageous inſult upon the perſon of the king to go 
unpuniſned; and 2d, That Shemei himſelf was a 
eftilent fellow, whoſe life it was unſafe to ſpare. 
As to the firſt of theſe reaſons, the rebellious 
temper of the Jewiſh Nation, which only was 
to be reſtrained by ſeverity, would always make 
it a good one, and the preſent circumſtances of 
| that time might render it moſt peculiarly ſo. 
And as to the 2d reaſon, the extreme rancour 
of Shimei's heart, which hath been already no- 
ticed, and all the ſubſequent proceedings, prove 
alſo, that this is a juſt one. The puniſhment 
inflicted upon him by Solomon, was, a confine- 
ment to Jeruſalem, with a denunciation, that he 
" ſhould die if ever he quitted it. But why ſuch 
a reſtriction as this, except to take him away 
from that place and people where he might be 
able to do miſchief? In this, there is a ſtrong 
probability, and this probability is confirmed by 
Solomon's declaration, when condemning him to 
death, that the throne of David ſhould thereby 
be eflabliſbed, and by the like declaration of- the 
Scripture, upon it, that the kingdom was eſta- 
bliſbed to Solomon. 1 Kings 2. 45, 46. It then 
there were in this cafe, ſuch neceſſities of go- 
vernment for putting Shimei to death, and it 
is abundantly clear that there were, David was 
not only innocent, but virtuous, in his advice to 
Solomon, to kill him. 2 | 
We may now ſee with what juſtice it is aſ- 
ſerted, Pa. 100. That this direction was after- 
wards, as to Joab, fulfilled by the adminiſtrator 
of this pious teſtament in the baſeſt manner; 
and Pa. 101, that it was alſo executed upon 
Shimei in a manner worthy the fon of ſuch a 
father. And here I will go fo far in the vin- 
dication of Solomon as to obſerve, that Shemei 
thought himſelf happy in eſcaping with ſo ſlight 
7 b a ven- 
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a vengeance, as having his life put upon his 
ſtaying in Jeruſalem, by theſe words, verſe 38. 
The ſaying is good as my Lord the king bath 
ſaid ; and, that Solomon was no more unjuſt in 
executing him afterwards, than are our Jaws, for 
condemning to death the tranſport who ſhall re- 
turn before his time. | 

Theſe things do ſufficiently vindicate the cha- 
rater of David, in the advice he gave to Solo- 
mon to put Joab and Shimei to death, but could 
I have gone no farther in his defence, than to 
have ſaid that this great height of chriſtian per- 
fection, the forgiveneſs of injuries, was not then 
plainly enjoined, I had ſaved his reputation from 
any conſiderable hurt. And here let me aſk the 
reader, if he be acquainted with the, hiſtory of 
Nero | If he be at all fo, it cannot but aſtoniſh 
him, notwithſtanding all the glaring partiality 
of this author, to have David compared to him, 
and principally for his behaviour in theſe two 

inſtances. What! compared to this monſter 
of a man who delighted in blood, cruelty, and 
the ſlaughter of his own innocent ſubjects, who 
was an enemy to all goodneſs, a deſtroyer of all 
good men; and of whoſe wickedneſs it makes but 
a ſmall part, that he murdered the true ſucceſ- 
ſor to the throne, his tutor, his wife, his mo- 
ther, and hiraſelf fired and rejoiced in a confla- 
gration, which conſumed ten parts in fourteen, 
of his own capital city? : 

And now to take a retroſpe& view of the 
foregoing narrative, the ſum of the whole will 
appear as follows. A ſhepherd youth 1s choſen 
by the expreſs order of God, and againft the 
ſtrongeſt inclination of the prophet, to be king 
over his own people, in the room of Saul, who 
had diſobeyed and rejected the divine authority. 
But as this election was not to take place imme- 


M AN after GO D's own Heart, 45 
diately, and Samuel knew Saul too well to imagine 
that he would ſpare the lives of any of theſe who 
were concerned in this matter, becauſe executing 
the divine comand, this choice is ordered to be 
made by a private anointing. As ſoon as this 1s 
is done, the ſpirit of the Lord defends upon David, 
to fit him for the office he was afterwards to fill 
and Saul for his wickedneſs is at the ſame time 
abandoned by him and given up to the poſſeſſion of 
an evil ſpirit. For the cure of this malady David 
is brought to court ; and whether by the natural 
effect of his powerful muſick, or the extraordinary 
aſſiſtance of God, he performs a cure upon him. 
At this time, the Iſraelites are invaded by an army 
of the Philiſtines, which they dared not to look in 
the face, and principally upon account of a cham- 
pion of ſuch a monſtrous ſize that he was but a 
few inches ſhort of twelve feet high ; of a ſtrength 
equal to his bulk, and covered with armour pro- 
portioned to it. When all other Jews were ter- 


Mrified: and refuſed to fight this man, David boldly 
undertakes it. Inſpired by God, and confiding in 
in his irreſiſtible aſſiſtance, he encounters this Giant, 


and with no other arms than a ſling and a few 
ſtones, kills him, and' the whole army is thereby 
defeated *. But becauſe the women in their ſongs 
of victory aſcribe more honour to David than to 
Saul, the king grows ſo envious of, ſo malicious 
againft, him, that he twice endeavours himſelf to 
deſtroy him. Failing, however of ſucceſs in this at- 
tempt he takes hold of his valour, to engage him 
in ſuch deſperate enterpriſes againſt the Philiſtines, 
as ſhould be ſure to make him to fall by their 

| hands, 
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The ſuppoſition of David's running away equally 
contrary to his acknowledged bravery, and the Scrip- 
ture, which makes him efared of the victory. 
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hands. But this attempt alſo, only ſerving to exalt 
and eſtabliſh his charaQer, he ſends meſſengers at 
firſt, and at laſt goes in perſon to make E of 
killing him. By theſe attempts, is David forced 
to fly and conceal himſelf in the moſt rough, barren 
and unpeopled part of the country; where yet, 
when joyned by a ſet of men, many of whom were 
made deſperate by diſtreſs or wickedneſs, he fo 
reforms as to make them a blefling to every one 
that was concerned with him. And here, when 
hunted from mountain to mountain, and drove to 
the greateſt extremity of diſtreſs and danger, by 
the moſt unmerited and cruel perſecution, he would 
raiſe no inſurrection againſt nor do any miſchief to 
Saul; but, out of a religious principle, twice fpares 
his life, when entirely in his power. Spares his, 
when he was hereby forced to fly from his own 
country, to the bittereſt enemies of it and himfelf 
for protection; and when by deſtroying this man, 
he would at one blow have put an end to all danger 

and have exalted himſelf to the kingly power. 
His friend Jonathan he loved and ſerved in the 
only way he could ſerve him ; by preſerving and 
amply providing for his only poſterity. He drew 
him into no breach of filial duty, no offence againſt 
his allegiance, and lamented his death. when he 
was killed, and even that of Saul himſelf, with 
ſuch paſſionate and beautiful ftrains of ſublime 
3 as the world hath never ſince produced ** 

equ 

And now when forced away from his own 
country and in the power of it's enemies, he con- 
trives to do his own people a moſt material ſervice, 
by deſtroying ſeveral of their adjoyning enemies, 
ho were making continual inroads upon them. In 
this flight from his country it is however very proba- 
* that he was guilty of a enen dee 
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divine providence, and here he fell into fuch dan- 
gers as might have been fatal to him, had not the 
interpoſition of God delivered him from them. We 
may be ſure that he had. ſome ſcheme or other c 

revent his joyning againſt his king or country, 
bee whattfoever it was, it took: no effect, for the 
miſtruſt of the Philiſtines rendered it uſcleſs ; and 
certain it is that he never did any injury to Saul or 
to the Jews. _ 

Upon Saul's death he returns to his own people, 
and with the beſt title to govern them, that every 
man poſſeſſed, the appointment of the creator of 
the world and the king of the Jews. And, after 
a long war with the houte of Saul, is delivered 
from all conteſt, by the death of the uſurper 
Iſhboſheth ; a death which however he had no 


hand in, but hated and puniſhed as the wickedneſ; - 


of the thing deſerved. He is now king of Iſreal, 
and in this capacity defended his people againſt, 
and made them mafters of all their enemies, b 

the moſt glorious. victories; and in the moſt ju 

wars, was merciful to all theſe that deſerved it, 
and only ſevere to two of theſe nations whoſe cruel 
treatment of his own: and of God's people, muft 
have drawn this retalliation upon them. Moab 
and Ammon were always moſt bitter enemies to 
the Jews, and the latter of theſe fo remarkab 
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* Wars before chriſtianity were moſt horribly 
cruel ;. inſtances of this might be produced both from 
Greece, and Rome, the moſt civilized nations of the 
world ; and the thing is ſo to this hour among theſe 
pople, who are not chriſtians. This might have 

en obferved before, to- the vindication of David, but 
was not judped neceſſary. Even in this inſtance, then, 
. how beneficial is chriſtianity? and what prodigious 

miſchief would theſe gentlemen do to the world if 
they ſhould deſtroy this religion ! 
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cruel, that they would not even accept of a ſurren- 
der from the people of Jabeſn Gilead, and this 
without fighting, but upon the terms of truſting 
out all their right eyes. 1 Sam. 11. 2; and the 
particular puniſhment inflicted upon them ſeems 
plainly to refer to the like treatment by them firſt 
given to the people of Iſrael. In the matter of 
Uriah, he deſerves to be, and he is therefore con- 
demned, by the Scripture, and was moſt exempla- 
rily puniſhed for it; but this was his only fault of 
conſequence in a moſt long, active and dangerous 
life; and in the Pſalms, which were put into the 
mouths of all the people, and publickly ſung in the 
temple ſervice, he makes ſuch open and penitential 
confeſſion of this crime, as ſhews his repentance to 
have been ſincere, if ever man's was ſo. £ 
When he had quelled the rebellion of Abſalom, 
he, for former ill behaviour in Joab, and now kill- 
ing his ſon contrary to his orders, deſigns to remove 
him from and to give the chief command of the 
army to Amaſa; but this former general kills the 
latter in a moſt treacherous manner and ſeoures 
that high power to himſelf. After this, David, in 
obedience to that God, whoſe command makes the 
higheſt obligation, delivers ſeven of Saul's ſons to 
be put to death by the Gibeonites, for a cruel 
breach of publick faith, committed by that cruel 
king againſt this innocent people, but at the ſame 
time takes care to preſerve Mephiboſheth and his 
ſon, who of all Saul's family muſt have had the 
beſt title to the crown. And when dying he is ſo 
mindful of the good of his family and people; as 


to waſh off the guilt of innocent blood, by directing 


Joab to be, put to death' for two horrid murders 
committed by him; and Shimei alſo to be killed 
for the peace and welfare of his nation, whoſe 
crime deſerved that vengeance as ſoon as it could 


be inflicted upon him. And, what muſt be moſt. 


highly 


8 — — — 


— 


Da wha „ a> .am eee ow e eee ee ier eee 


* aac 1 a— a 


urren- 
1 this 
uſting 
1 the 
ſeems 
1 firſt 
er of 
con- 
mpla- 
t of 
erous 
the 
n the 
ential 
ce to 


om, 
kill- 
move 
" the 
the 
oures 
d, in 
the 
s to 
:ruel 
-ruel 
ſame 
his 
the 
is ſo 


MAN after GOD's own Heart. 49 


highly to his honour, and 15 ſo to the higheſt of crea- 
tures, he claimed to have religion conſtantly in his 
heart, and hath the confirmation of that God who 
cannot be deceived, that it really was ſo with him. 
Theſe, Britons, are ſome of the out- lines of the 
life of a Jew, hom your Scripture commends as a 
man after God's own heart, but whom this writer, 
by every art of miſrepreſentation and calumny, en- 
deavours to blacken. Whether he be ſerious in 
his pretenſions to religion, and his exultations 
upon his preſumed ſucceſs, may be very much 
doubted ; but you will judge of theſe matters by 
conſidering, that through his whole book he 
throws contempt and abuſe upon the ſacred text; 
frequently contradiQs it, ſpeaks of it's unfaithful- 
neſs in concealing the truth, and endeavouring ta 
exalt the character of one, and blacken the cha- 
racter of the other man; condemns all thoſe who 
endeavour to defend it, or to reconcile the difficul- 
ties of it, as men loſt to all ſenſe and candour; 
and even here, where he would ſeem to be in good 
humour, dignifies all thoſe of our clergy who ſtand 
up for the Scriptures with the name of reverend 
inquiſitors. And after all theſe flagrant attempts 
to abuſe and deſtroy your religion, concludes his 
treatiſe with ſome of the moſt ſolemn expreſſions 
that are to be found in the new Teſtament. Fa- 
ther forgive them, | for they know not what 
they do, and, glory be to God in the higheſt, 
and on earth peace, good will towards men ; as if 
he only were a friend, and all others were enemies 
to chriſtianity. A proceeding this of ſuch a nature 
that I ſhall not chuſe to give a name to it. 
The reader cannot have miſſed obſerving that 
our clergy are treated with great aſperity by 
this gentleman, and it may be right ta ſay 
ſomething in their defence. Poſſibly, it may be 
that a hatred to their perſons and office may alſo 
ak n breed 
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breed a hatred to their religion. 
Have they manifeſted any deſire to enſlave the 
conſciences of their people, betrayed any emnity 
to liberty and the freedom of enquiry, any bitter- 
neſs againſt their adverſaries, who heap fuch un- 
deſerved abuſe upon them] any deſire to have them 
perſecuted? no they have not. This hatred of 
them, then, can only proceed from their being nei- 
ther weak enough to be perverted by the trifling 
arguments of theſe gentlemen, nor villainous 
enough to give up that bleſſed religion which they 
know to be true, and they are bound to teach with- 
out any defence to the attacks of it's enemies; but 
have indeed vindicated it in ſuch a manner as to 
baffle and ſhame all it's adverſaries. But enough, 
perhaps it is too much to have ſaid of ſuch a matter. 
| Upon a reconfideration of my whole defence it 
appears manifeſt to me, that I have in every in- 
ſtance cleared the reputation of David, except in 
the caſe of Uriah and Bathſheba ; and here I 'have 
an obſervation to make which muſt give additional 
force to all my reaſonings, and put the character of 
David beyond doubt, to every chriſtian, If in a hiſtory 
wrote for the promotion of morality and moſt emi- 
nent for it's regard to it, we ſhould find a man ſe- 
verely condemned for a leſſer, and yet not at all 
blamed for a ſeemingly much greater, wickedneſs, 
nay even declared to be faultlefs in it, would we not 
conclude that there muſt be ſome favourable 
circumſtances in the latter caſe, which took awa 
the malignity of it, tho? we were not able to dif. 
cover them? undoubtedly, we wonld, and we 
ought to conclude in this manner ; becauſe the 
circumſtances of an action mult entirely form the 
nature of it; and till theſe are known, our judg- 
ment muſt be uncertain about it. 
Now this is exactly the caſe before us. The 

Scripture is this moral hiſtory ; the TIT 
an 
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and moſt exemplarily puniſhes David for his 
adultery and murder, with regard to Bathſheba, 
and Uriah; but condemns him not for his ſeverity, 
to the neighbour nations, or for any treaſon or 
rebellion againſt Saul, but declares tim blame- 
leſs in all theſe. material inſtances. In theſe there- | 
fore he muſt be innocent, and there muſt be ſome 
circumſtances to excuſe him, whether I have & 
have not hit upon the right ones. | 
But the argument is even ſtronger than this. 
This hiſtory hath been penned by the inſpiration. 
of an infinitely good, pure and holy God, ſor 
the making men happy, by the begetting the like 
diſpoſuions in them; and yet this hiſtory, ſtyles, 
David an innocent, a good man, a man after 
God's own heart, in every thing but the matter, 
of Uriah, he muſt therefore he blameleſs in, 
every inſtance but this. The unbeliever hath. 
reaſon from the apparent morality of the book, to 
judge in this manner; the believer, from its 1y- 
ſpiration, to be certain of it. This argument is 
undoubtedly concluſive; but I would not pro- 
duce it before, leſt it ſhould be taken for an un- 
fair advantage. ; N 
And now I have done with my antagoniſt; but 
I muſt not as yet have done with my reader; for 
he is to know, that he hath as yet ſeen little or 
nothing of the true character of David; the 
way to diſcern this, is not to look into the pub- 
lick tranſactions of this mighty king; but into the | 
_ tenour of his more private life, and above all into | 
the retired devotions of the cloſet, and the pub- 
lick adoration of that Almighty Creator who 
made, ſuſtains, and governs the world; and will | 
at the laſt, reward, and puniſh.man for his good, | 
or evil behaviour. The way to diſcern the man's 
true character is, to look to him where he opens 
his whole ſoul to this ſearcher of hearts, who- 
E 2˙ cannot 
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cannot be deceived. And becauſe this latter part 
of our duty is univerſally ſlighted or denied by 
all our unbelievers, and thought much too little 
of by many believers alſo, I ſhall beg leave to 
open this matter, tho? in the moſt conciſe manner. 
And IT entreat the reader, if he is not convinced 
by. one, to give this part a ſecond and more care- 
full peruſal, for the reaſoning of it appears as 
maniteſtly true to me, as any propoſition in euclid. 
The man of thought and learning will carry his 
refleions upon it, to a much greater length 
than it is proper for me to go into. It will be 
goodneſs in God to make rational creatures, be- 
cauſe he will, by adding reaſon to ſenſe, give a 
larger and higher ſphere of - enjoyment, and a 
capacity of much greater happineſs, to the animal, 
than can ariſe from ſenſe only, as is the cafe 
with the brutes. To make this capacity anſwer 
it's purpoſe, morality muſt be added to reaſon 
becauſe, without this rule to direct and govern 
it, reaſon wifl but make the creature much more 
pernicious both to himſelf and others. If 5 
be added, it will render a departure from it ſtill 
more miſerable, becauſe this will to all the other 
miſchief, add a ſelf-condemnation alſo, a ſenſe 
that this animal is wrong, baſe, hateful and de- 
ſerving of miſery. To creatures of this kind the 
higheſt happineſs muff ever ariſe from rational 
and moral enjoyments, becauſe theſe fill their 
higher and better nature, that nature which is 
to govern them; and, as theſe are fitted for, ſo 
muſt they ever deſire and want ſuch enjoyments, 
and cannot be filled or happy without them. The 
higheſt object of this ſort is the Creator, who 
alone is abſolutely perfect, and doth in thefe and 
all other perfections infinitely tranſcend the whole 
of created excellence put together. If the divine 


Being would make happy ſuch creatures as theſe, 
| | it 
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it muſt be by communicating to them a knowledge 
of himſelf and his perfections, and that prin- 
cipally of his wiſdom, and of his holineſs, juſtice, 
goodneſs ; that is, of his reaſon and morality ; wif- 
dom may be diſplayed in every thing, morality 
only in his government of his moral creatures, 
and it is to this, therefore, that theſe Beings are 
to look for their higheſt happineſs, What mani- 
feſtations he ſhall make of himſelf muſt be worthy 
of him, and therefore expreſſive of the infinity 
of that nature from whence they proceed. If 
they are at all worthy of him, they muſt not only 
exceed the underſtanding of the worm man, but 
of the higheſt of all creatures. Wonderful 
therefore muſt the divine Being prove in the dif- 
play which he ſhall make of himſelf. in theſe 
matters, in the ſchemes which he ſhall lay, and 
the providences with which he ſhall execute 
them. The more various the ways are in which 
this is done, the more he ſhall make himſelf 
known, and the more good ſhall he do to the worlds. 
To have various providences adminiſtred, various 
creatures will be neceſſary, and becauſe it is fo, 
we find that there are different worlds and ranks of 
being to a degree truly endleſs to us; and to every 
one of theſe, we may be ſure, that ſuch providences 
have been diſplayed as beſt ſuited their natures, 
will moſt manifeſt their God, and do the greateſt 
good to the world. | 

Man is a rational and moral creature, and as 
ſuch, muſt be made happy, by the fore- mentioned 
means; and little and inſignificant as he is in com- 
pariſon of other creatures, to him, hath been ex- 
hibited the moſt wonderful diſpenſation of provi- 
WF dence that ever the infinity of the Godhead did 
afford. | 
It chriſtianity be true, it was the eternal purpoſe 
of God to create man in ſuch a way as that he 
33 ſhould- 
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mould fall; that he ſhbuld need, and that he 


ſhould receive a redemption. And that this re- 


demption ſhould be procured for him by the 


incarnation, perfect obedience, grievous ſuf- 
ferings, and moſt cruel death of the ſon of God. 


That eternal and almighty ſon of his, by whom, 


and for whom, all things in heaven and earth 
were created, and do ſubſiſt. To him hath this 
inconceiveable myſtery of Godlineſs been re- 
vealed ; and here beſides many other ends, both 
known and unknown, we have theſe two moſt 
material ones particularly ſerved, that there is 
hereby ſucha love manifeſted to his creatures, and 
ſuch a regard to morality, as nothing elſe ever could 
equal, 

"The way that the maker and governor of man 
muſt take to make him happy, muſt be to train 
him up to the love and practice cf morality, and 
eſpecially to that ſpecies of it which is fitteſt 
for him; and the way to enforce this morality 
muſt be by annexing fuch happineſs to virtue, 
ſuch miſery to vice, as ſhall ever make it, upon 
the whole, better to be virtuous than vicious. 
Lo what an exceſs of advantage, on the one ſide, 
diſadvantage on the other, this ought to be carri- 
ed, can only be known to him, the infinity of 
whoſe knowledge can diſcern what juſtice in all 
caſes, will permit, and the good of all his creatures 
doth require. 


ceedingly great, becauſe the higher they are 
ſet, the more virtue, and conſequently happineſs 
will they produce. If vice and virtue have not 
always theſe effects and much more, if the reverſe 
ever prevails in this life, there muſt be another 
for them to be adminiſtered in, Our ſureſt ex- 
perience then proves that there muſt be. 


And 


This however we can be cer- 
tain of, that theſe retributions ought to be ex- 
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And now I return to David, whoſe character, 
1 may have been thought by this time, to have 
forgotten. Religion is the means of making men 
happy, becauſe it is the means of teaching, and 
enforcing morality; without which,. he cannot be 
bleſſed ; by which, he ſhall be ſo in the higheſt 
degree. Morality conſiſts in a proper affection 
and behaviour to all with whom we have any 
relation, and theſe are God and Man. The 
loweſt inſtance of our morality is, our behaviour 
to Men; and, how David acted in this point, 
hath not been as yet perfealy, indeed, but moſt 
imperfectly deferibed. The Scripture hiſtory of 
him is almoſt exhauſted, in giving an account of 
the goverment, the wars, the great and ſhining 
actions of a moſt powerful king. But the man 
is often forced to contradit his ſtrongeſt incli- 
nations in theſe matters, and it is therefore, in 
his more private tranſactions that we are to 
took for his real character; but of theſe, little 
is faid in holy writ. And when this is the 
caſe, it is enough for us that we find nothing 
contrary to this duty there, and that he is in 
general, ſaid, in this moral hiſtory, to have be- 
haved well; for, if ſo, he could not have been 
We are not however 
entirely deſtitute of proofs in this matter. His 
unparalelled generoſity to Saul, his good beha- 
viour to the countries in which he concealed 
himſelf, to the ſon of Jonathan, and to Barzillai, 
ſhew a mind deeply impreſſed with a ſenſe of 


this duty. But his Pſalms are ſtill more ex- 


preſſive of it. For in theſe he not only in- 
culcates the love and practice of truth and juſtice 
to all mankind, but of tenderneſs, kindneſs, good- 
neſs, alſo. And theſe were his devotions, wherein 
he opened his whole heart to the ſearcher of hearts, 


and one whom he hath ſo often declared, that it 
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is impoſſible to deceive. In this part of mora- 
lity, then, we have good reaſon to believe, that 
he was not deficient. It is true, that the 
caſe of Uriah is an exception to this rule; but 


it is true, alſo, that men are ſo imperfect, that 


the beſt of us are deficient in ſome things; and 
do often commit ſingle, and ſometimes moſt grie- 
vous tranſgreſſions :: ſo that the man's character 


is not to be formed by one action, but by the 
main tenour of his life. 


The other, and that beyond all compariſon 
the moſt noble and bliſsful part of morality, is, 
the love, obedience, and devout adoration of the 
true God; which, beſides being the beſt, the 
only means of inforcing our duty to men, doth 
itſelf directly fill us with thoſe affections, which 
muſt ever prove our higheſt happineſs; and in 
this part, did David ſo greatly excel, that he 
never had a ſuperior ; perhaps, not an equal in 
it, For, becauſe the knowledge of the true 
nature of the Divine Being, is neceſſary to be- 
get theſe affections in us, and the worſhip of 
him, 1s the only,- and the. beſt means, to pre- 
ſerve and encreaſe them; therefore, do we find 
David amidſt all the cares and avocations of the 
greateſt royalty, principally taken up, with de- 
claring the nature, ſinging the praiſes, and eſta- 
bliſhing the adoration of this one true God; and 
repreſenting him as ſuch a juſt lover and re- 
warder of virtue, and hater and puniſher of vice, 
as. muſt be moſt powerful to 
one, to diſſuade from the other. And ſo right, 
ſo earneſt was his heart in this the firſt of all 


duties, that, to uſe the expreſſion of a late great 


infidel writer, he hath ſtrained all his wits to 
excel in it, and hath given ſuch juſt and lofty 
deſcriptions of the divine nature and providence, 
as in them to outſtrip, in fact, to leave all other, 
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the greateſt of poets, at an immenſe diſtance be- 
hind him. In this, then, was he moſt truly the 
man after God's own heart, in that his whole 
ſoul was filled with a moſt juſt and ardent love 
of the Divine Being ; and he hath from hence, 
furniſhed the world with a great number of the 
moſt ſublime poems, for ever to preſerve and 
increaſe this devout temper of mind, which is 
the means, moſt neceſſary to, and productive of 
the higheſt happineſs to men. | 

But this is not all, there is yet another part 
of his character to be opened, and that of the 
greateſt conſequence. That love of God which 
can do good to man, muſt be founded upon 
theſe providences, that the Creator of man hath 
thought fit to adminiſter for his benefit. And 
the greateſt, the infinitely greateſt and moſt in- 
tereſting of theſe, is, the redemption that Chriſt 
Jeſus hath purchaſed for him. Bur decauſe the 
divine wiſdom, and goodneſs, thought fit to poſt- 
pone his coming for more than 4000 years, and 
to prepare -men for it, by many previous diſpen- 
ſations, of which the Jewiſh law and worſhip was 
to be the chief; ſo do we find the Divine Be- 
ng inſpiring the pure ſpirit, exalted genius, and 
ardent love of this king, ſo to eftabliſh this 
worſhip of God, as ſhould beſt ſerve to ſhadow 
forth this redemption, and keep men in a proper 
diſpoſition for the reception of it; and by the 
moſt minute deſcription of ſeveral of the moſt 
intereſting particulars of the life of this Re- 
deemer, to 'demonſtrate him, when he did ap- 
pear, to be that prophet, which was to come 
nto the world: to demonſtrate him to be fo, 
dy moſt particular propheſies, of this ſon of 
his, above a thouſand years before he was born. 
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In th's, alſo, was David the man after God's 
own heart, in that he loved him, for, and ſerved 
him in thoſe providences,, which were beſt to 
manifeſt him to this earth; and by the good 
will, and peace hereby declared to men, to make 
the moſt glorious and bliſsful diſplay of his in- 
finite perfections, to the whole admiring world. 
'The angels, thei higheſt of them, deſiring, and 
bending all their powers to look into this moſt 
aſtoniſhing myſtery, the ſalvation of man. 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


Theſe following OnstRvaTIONS came too late 
to be inſerted in the Body of the Work. 


1 Sam. 17. 4. In this Scripture it is ſaid, And 
it was told Saul that David was fled to Gath And 
he ſought no more after bim. It was plainly then 
the judgment of the Scripture, that he would 


had twice ſo generouſly ſaved his life, had he re- 
mained any where within his reach. | 
The danger of ſuffering Shimei to go unpuniſh- 


4 ed, is made apparent by 2 Sam. 19. 16, 17. 


And Shimei came down to meet king David, and 


= 2bere were a thouſand men of Benjamin with him. 


This was upon the king's return, after Abſalom's 


death; and ſhews Shimei to have had ſo much 
power, that the publick welfare might be deeply _ 


intereſted in his deſtruction. 
That David had acted entirely by the com- 
mandment of God, and not with that abominable 


up Saul's ſeven ſons to be put to death by the Gi- 
beonites, 15 confirmed, is put paſt doubt, by this 
Scripture, 2 Sam. 21. 14. And they performed 
all that the king en and after that God 
was entreated for the land. This whole affair 
then was not wicked and offenſive, but virtuous and 
well-pleaſing to God. For otherwiſe the famine 
would not have been removed, but increaſed ; or 
ſome worſe puniſhment have been inflicted upon 
David, or his people in the place of it. 


ſtill have endeavoured to deſtroy David, tho? he .. 


profligacy which is aſcribed to him, in delivering 
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